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Current Topics. 
The Hilary Cause Lists. 


THE most notable feature of the Hilary Cause Lists is the 
well-marked decline in the number of causes and matters 
which stand for trial. The principal reason for this, of course, 
is the appointment of new and additional judges and the 
consequent relief of arrears. As a matter of fact all divisions 
of the Supreme Court now appear to be abreast of their work, 
the only exception perhaps being the King’s Bench Division, 
where there is a total of 736 actions to be heard, compared 
with 1,040 at the corresponding time last year, An analysis 
of the King’s Bench Division lists shows a marked increase in 
the number of cases to be tried by common juries. This 
looks like the symptom of a revival of litigants’ faith in trial 
by jury. In the Court of Appeal the number of cases for 
trial is fifty-six (compared with eighty-five last year). Of 
these, only seven come from the Chancery Division and 
thirty-five from the King’s Bench. The Chancery Division 
has 265 causes down for hearing, as against 298 in the lists for 
the corresponding term in 1925. The number of divorce 
cases for trial is 540—173 fewer than last year ; 452 of these 
are undefended. Admiralty actions number twenty-two, and 
the Divisional Court list has fallen from 163 appeals to 141. 
At this juncture, in fact, everything appears to favour 
considerably increased expedition in the trial of civil 
actions. 


Slaytor v. Newcastle-upon-Tyne Assessment Com- 


mittee. 70 Sol. J. 43. 

IN ORDER to arrive at a definition of the gross and net rateable 
value (outside the Metropolis) reference must be made to s. 15 
of the Union Assessment Committee Act, 1862, and s. 1 of 
the Parochial Assessments Act, 1836. Section 15 of the Union 
Assessment Committee Act, 1862, provides that “ the gross 
estimated rental shall be the rent at which the hereditament 
might reasonably be expected to let from year to year, free 
of all usual tenant’s rates and taxes, and tithe commutation 
rent-charge, if any ; provided that nothing herein contained 
shall repeal or interfere with the provisions contained in s. | 
of the Parochial Assessments Act, 1836, defining the net 
annual value of the hereditaments to be rated.’ According 
to this section, “no rate ... shall be allowed . . . which 
shall not be made upon an estimate of the net annual value 
... that is to say, of the rent at which the same might 


reasonably be expected to let from year to year, free of all 
usual tenant’s rates and taxes and tithe commutation rent- 
charge, if any, and deducting therefrom the probable average 
annual cost of the repairs, insurance, and other expenses, 
if any, necessary to maintain them in a state to command 
such rent.”’ 

In other words, in determining the gross estimated rental, 
it is necessary to enquire what yearly rent might reasonably 
be expected to be paid by a hypothetical tenant, on the 
footing that the tenant should pay all usual tenant's rates 
and taxes, and tithe commutation rent-charge, if any. 

This principle “was, in our opinion, rightly applied in the 
case of Slaytor v. Newcastle upon Tyne Assessment Committee, 
70 Sou. J. 43. We cannot see how a part of the consolidated 
rate which is by statute (The Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corpora 
tion (Rates) Act, 1919) expressly made payable by the landlord 
can be regarded as a usual tenant's rate, and on that account 
deducted from the gross estimated rental. But the decision 
serves to show that the various properties in the portion of 
Newcastle to which the above Act of 1919 appli¢ s are obv iously 
too highly rated. Whereas the gross assessment of, say, a 
lessee of ‘a house outside Newcastle, is ustfally made on the 
rent only, such lessee paying rates independently as occupier, 
within the Newcastle area the gross assessment includes pure 
rent plus one-eighth rates. Seeing that all parishes within 
this union are not subject to the Act of 1919, there appears 
to be a heavier burden cast upon those parishes whfch are. 
We entirely agree with the conclusions of “ Newcastle 
Solicitors ” (supra, p. 122) to the effect (1) that there is no 
uniformity of rating within the Newcastle Union (to some 
parts of which the local Act of 1919 does not apply), and (2) 
that “‘ Newcastle is over-assessed compared with the method 
in any other union in England.” 


The Discrimination under the Guardianship Act. 

IN A CASE under the Guardianship of Infants Act, 1 ‘ 
Mr. BINnGLEy, stating that he had closely observed the 
behaviour of the child whose custody was in question in 
court, and that, in his opinion, she evinced more affection for 
her mother than her father, gave the mother the custody. 
The Press accounts, with the obvious references to an ancient 
decision, made before the date of legal memory, concentrate 
on this one point to the exclusion of other factors which must 
surely have weighed with the learned magistrate. For 
example, he must have ascertained through whose fault it 
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was the mother and father separated, and how far that fault 
unfitted the parent guilty of it for the child’s custody. Without 
this datum the report is of no yuidance to the profession, to 
which another matter of interest would be whether he exercised 
the power given to him under s. 3 (2) of making the father 
maintain the child. A criticism of s. 3, and discussion of its 
possible effect in making separations at the instance of wives 
easier, appears on pp. 884-5 of Vol. 70 of ‘Tue Soxicrrors’ 
JourNnaL. The data are too scanty to show whether the 
case supports that criticism. It may be observed, however, 
that the child’s demeanour in court is likely to become a 
dangerous and even misleading factor, if parents are persuaded 
that it will influence the judge in their favour. There was an 
ancient joke in Punch, in which a woman said to her little boy : 
“ What will you say, Halbert, when you get into the kind lady’s 
drawing-room,” and “ Halbert,” only too practised in his 
part, replied: “I know, muvver. Koll me eyes wiv a sort 
of a lorst look, and say ‘Oh, muvver, is this ‘Kaven.’” No 
doubt Halbert or Gladys could easily be coached for an even 
more moving drama before a magistrate, and those with any 
tendency to be emotional should also be wary. The child’s 
behaviour, if spontaneous, as no doubt it was in the case 
before Mr. Binary, is an exceedingly valuable, though it 
should not necessarily be a decisive, factor. But, if in any 
case hereafter it appears the child is play-acting, the magistrate 
should conclude that the parent instigating it is not likely to 
teach straightforward honesty. 


Deductions and the Truck Acts. 

IN ORDER to protect workmen, the Truck Acts, inter alia, 
placed restrictions on stoppages of and deductions from 
wages made by employers. ‘The Truck Act of 1896 provides, 
in 8. 2 (1), that an employer shall not make any contract with 
any workman for any deduction from the sum contracted to 
be paid by the employer to the workman, or for any payment 
to the employer by the workman for one in respect of bad or 
negligent work or injury to the materials or other property 
of the employers, except on the terms and conditions con- 
tained in the above section, which are, inter alia, that a notice 
of the terms of the contract must be affixed in a conspicuous 
place, and that particulars of the acts or omissions complained 
of must be supplied to the workman on each occasion when 
a deduction is made. In Pritchard v. James Clay (Wellington), 
Lid., 70 Sou. J. 266, a workman was employed upon piece work 
by a firm of iron-founders, to mould iron pipes, the agreement 
for his remuneration providing for the payment of 53d. for 
a complete pipe, 6 ft. long, and free from defects. There 
were, however, to be certain variations in the payment for 
certain defects. Certain pipes were defective, with the result 
the workman received on two occasions sums which were less 
by 9s. 21. and 2s. 8d. than he would have received had there 
been no defects. It was argued that these were not deductions 
within tae meaning of the 'I'ruck Acts, but merely variations of 
price according to the articles produced. Ona case stated, the 
Divisional Court rejected this ingenious contention since, as 
the Lord Chief Justice aptly put it, the contract was nota 
contract to produce incomplete and defective pipes, but a 
contract to produce complete pipes of a certain length and 
free from defects. It might also be incidentally pointed out 
that the above case is also authority for the proposition that 
a workman employed on piece work is a workman within the 
meaning of the Truck Acts, and that these Acts apply to all 
workmen, except domestic and menial servants. 


Street Bookmakers and Income Tax. 

THE STREET bookmaker who, having been fined £75 for 
exercising his undoubtedly illegal calling, presented himself 
before a magistrate, and objected to pay income tax on it, 
on the ground that officialdom could not at once approbate 
and reprobate his activities, spoke with the logic of the doctrine 
of election. 


The magistrate, disposed to be sympathetic 





(query, should he have been so to this professed law-breaker ?) 
was yet of opinion that, logic notwithstanding, the authorities 
would “ have it both ways.” Obviously, Mr. Churchill and 
his staff believe in VespEsiAn’s slogan, and “‘ non olet pecunia ”’ 
might fitly adorn the outside of Somerset House as a (not 
too expensively) illuminated sign. But the question whether 
the law justifies them is a different matter. As to how a court 
should and ought to deal with the claim for a share of “‘ swag ” 
from an unlawful business, reference must, of course, be made 
to the “ Highwaymen’s Case ”’ (Everett v. Williams), set forth 
L.Q.R., Vol. ix, 197, also cited in LrnpLEy, on Partnership 
(9th ed., p. 124). To avert the fate which befell counsel and 
solic:tors for the plaintiff in that case (they being heavily 
fined and made to pay costs) the law officers of the Crown and 
the I'reasury solicitors would, no doubt, cite Justice DENMAN’s 
dictum in Partridge v. Mallandaine, 1886, 18 Q.B.D. 276. 
Chis was the well-known case in which credit betting was held 
to be a “ vyocation”’ within the Income Tax Acts, and so 
chargeable. DENMAN, J., said: “‘ I think the word ‘ vocation’ 
is not limited to a lawful vocation, and that even the fact of 
a vocation being unlawful, could not be set up against the 
demand for income tax.” This dictum would authorise or 
require the income tax authorities to assess and tax a pro- 
fessional burglar, forger, smuggler, a woman who walked the 
streets, a souteneur, and a blackmailer, and nice questions 
might arise as to how far fines and costs of defence could be 
deducted. Obviously the dictum is untenable. “ Vocation ” 
must clearly mean one which, although possibly not recognised 
by law, is not against the law, as brought out in the sensible 
ten-line judgment of Hawkins, J., in the same case. If 
an unlawful vocation is profitable, the law which forbids it 
has broken down and should either be enforced properly 
or repealed as unworkable. 


The Law as to Whipping. 


In ruRTHER reference to the note on the “Cat” on Jan. 2nd, 
it may be observed that our Statute Book, in this as in 
many other respects, needs adjustment to fit modern usage. 
All the statutes since 1860 which have prescribed whipping 
as a punishment have directed that it shail be carried out 
in private, but neither in the Criminal Justice Administration 
Act nor elsewhere is there provision that every whipping shall 
be private, with the consequence that whipping under the 
Vagrancy Act, 1824 (for incorrigible rogues) and the Treason 
Act, 1842, might be carried out in public—as, indeed, the latter 
Act expressly provides. ‘In R. v. Fidler, 1913, 77 J.P. Journ. 
545, it was stated that, in the view of the Home Office, the 
whipping of “ incorrigible rogues” who habitually neglected 
to maintain themselves and their families was inadvisable. 
(here are, of course, well-known reasons why the Treason 
Acts are not more readily amended, but indignation at a 
crazy assault with a stick on QuEEN VicTortA should by now 
have abated sufficiently for the deletion of the words 
“ publicly or” in the reference “ to be publicly or privately 
whipped ” in the Act of 1842. Incidentally, also, the provision 
that a person guilty of high treason may be publicly beheaded, 
contained in the T'reason Act, 1814, though better than the 
hanging, drawing and quartering, for which it was substituted, 
is also somewhat old fashioned, and might, perhaps, be 
formally abolished with the stocks and the ducking-stool, both 
essentially public punishments. Were these reforms of the 
Statute Book carried out they would merely adapt theory 
to practice, and the only possible public punishment left 
would be that of imprisonment in court until 8 p.m. under 
s. 12 of the Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1914. It 
would be of interest to know when the last public whipping 
took place. Was it subsequent to the Act of 1868, abolishing 
public executions? At one time public whippings seem to 
have been served up as a sort of hors-d’ceuvre to an execution, 


at least at Newgate. 
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A Summary of Recent Workmen’s 
Compensation Cases. 


WoRKMEN’s compensation is ever productive of case law, 
and it might be of advantage to examine and note the effect 
of some of the more important decisions thereon which were 
delivered in the course of the last sittings. 


ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF AND IN THE COURSE OF 
EMPLOYMENT. 

It is always a matter of difficulty to determine whether 
an accident arises out of and in the course of the workman's 
employment, and there are two cases of importance on this 
point. In Howells v. Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Co. Lid., 
70 Sox. J., 184, a workman was employed by the respondents 
at one of their collieries. The workman lived at Aberdare, 
about two miles from the colliery, which was situated on the 
side of a mountain. It was the practice of the workman to 
take a ’bus to the foot of the incline which led to the colliery, 
and there to enter a coach, the property of the respondents, 
which was hauled up the incline by a haulage rope, the land 
over which the coach was hauled also belonging to the 
respondents. On the morning of the accident, the coach 
was full and the workman accordingly sat on the side on the 
footboard, as the workmen usually did when the coach was 
full, but no point as to this, it should be observed, was taken by 
the respondents. While the coach was being hauled up, 
the workman’s leg was caught in a roller and was severely 
injured. The Court of Appeal held that inasmuch as the 
workman was in the coach only because of his employment, 
and was also on premises belonging to his employers, the 
employment was to be deemed to have begun, and the accident, 
therefore, to have arisen out of and in the course of his employ 
ment. In this case the principle laid down by the House of 
Lords in Stewart & Son Ltd. v. Longhurst, 1917, A.C. 249, 
was applied, that case turning on the point, that the workman 
was at the time of the accident on premises where he woul: 
have had no right to be except by reason solely of his contract 
of service. 

In Parker v. Federal S.N. Co., 160 L.T. 410, the workman, 
who was employed as a stoker on board the respondents’ vessel, 
was wheeling a barrow full of hot ashes in a line of firemen. 
One of them, an African native, in pulling his hand back, 
caught it on the barrow and thereupon violently assaulted the 
workman, causing him serious injuries. The Court of Appeal! 
held that the accident arose out of the employment. The 
principle on which this case was decided would appear to be 
the one laid down in Trim’s Case, 1914, A.C. 667, where a 
teacher had been assaulted and fatally injured, in pursuance 
of a conspiracy by boys in an industrial school. That case, 
inter alia, decided that the fact that an injury was caused by 
an intentional act, did not necessarily prevent it from being 
an “accident,” and that it was necessary to look at the 
occurrence from the workman’s standpoint, as being something 
unexpected by him. In Parker's Case, the injury arose out 
of the employment, since the risk was to be regarded : 
incidental to the employment, the applicant’s work ialasion 
him into contact with the African stoker. The dicta of Lord 
LoreBuRN in Trim’s Case, ib. at P. 682, appear to be very 
appropriate in this connexion: “In inquiring whether or 
not an injury by accident in fact arises out of employment,” 
said Lord LoreBurn, “it surely is unnecessary to ask whether 
such a thing has ever happened before or is likely to happen 
again within, say, a hundred years, or for that matter, for ever. 

. The event has proved that it arose out of the employ 
ment. I can see no reason for saying that there is to be com 
pensation only when the misadventure was one which would 
be foreseen as probable, or contemplated as possible, or 
otherwise apprehended either by the workman or by his 
employer, or by a county court judge. All this has, in my view 
no conclusive bearing on the simple question," Did it in fact 





arise out of the employment ?”’ (See also Reid v, British and 
Irish Steam Packet Co., 1921, 2 K.B. 319.) 
SECOND ACCIDENT. 

In Hutchinson v. Kiveton Park Colliery Co., 160 L.T. 436, 
a workman dislocated his knee while at work in a mine, and 
subsequently returned to his employment. About a year 
after, he slipped in his own yard and dislocated his knee again. 
The county court judge found on the evidence, that the work- 
man had fully recovered from the effects of his accident at the 
time he returned to his work, except that he had a knee which 
was liable to slip, and inasmuch as the second accident did 
not arise out of and in the course of his employment, found in 
favour of the respondents; this decision being affirmed on 
appeal. This case would appear to be on all fours with 
Roberts v. Broughton & Plas Power Collie ry Co. Ltd., 14 
B.W.C.C. 186. There a collier fractured his leg by an accident 
arising out of his employment, later returning to work, after, 
according to the judge’s finding, recovering full capacity. 
Subsequently he fractured his leg again in the same place 
by treading on a stone and falling while walking across a 
common. It was held there, according to the principle laid 
down in Woden v. Galloways, 1912, 1 K.B. 46, that where the 
first accident is merely contributory to the second, the work- 
man is not entitled by reason thereof to found his claim on the 
original accident, so that, unless the second accident arises 
out of and in the course of his employment, he is not entitled 
to compensation in respect thereof. (See also Hodgson v. Robins, 
1914, 7 B.W.C.C. 232.) 

INpusTRIAL DISEASE. 


Although a disease might be caused by accident, or as the 
result of the cumulative effect of a series of small accidents, 
and compensation accordingly payable therefor, yet where a 
disease is gradually and naturally produced as a result of 
being engaged in a particular employment, no compensation 
will be payable unless the workman can bring himself within 
some such provisions as are contained, for example, 
in s. 8 of the Act of 1906, or in the Workmen’s Compensation 
(Silicosis) Acts, 1918 and 1924. In Williams v. Guest, Keen 
and Nettlefolds, 160 1.T. 436, a coal-miner, who had been 
employed for some years in operating a pneumatic machine 
for boring out rock, became affected with silicosis of the lungs, 
and was temporarily incapacitated. Later he returned to 
work, but was again affected and became totally incapacitated. 
Being a coal-miner, he was unable to rely on the Workmen’s 
Compensation (Silicosis) Acts, and accordingly claimed 
compensation for injury by accident. It -was held, however, 
according to the principle of Steel v. Cammell, Laird & Co. 
Ltd., 1905, 2 K.B. 232, that no case of accident was made out, 
since the disease was not suddenly and unexpectedly, but 
gradually, produced as a natural result of the emp loyme nt on 
which the workman was engaged. 


SuFFERING FROM INDUSTRIAL DISEASE. 


In Prendergast v. Lancaster Steam Coal Collieries Litd., 
160 L.T. 411, the question whether a workman was still 
suffering from an industrial disease, within the meaning 
of s. 8 (1) of the Act of 1906, was considered by the court. 
The decision of the House of Lords in Archibald Russell Lid. v. 
Corser, 1921, 1 A.C. 351, appears to be in point. There it 
was held that the above words ought to be construed as 
including the case of a workman suffering from the results of 
a surgical ope ration rendered necessary by the disease, so 
that a workman may be said to be suffe ring from an industrial 
disease, although the disease is no longer in his system, pro- 
vided that the effects thereof remain. In accordance with 
this principle, it was held by the Court of Appeal in Starkey v. 
Clayton and Sons, 133 L.T.R. 612, that a man might be 
suffering from a disease within the meaning of the above 
provision, where he was incapacitated from work owing to the 
risk of recurrence of the disease, and that it was necessary to 
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inquire whether the disease had left a proneness to recurrence. 
Now in Prendergast’s Case, supra, the workman had been 
certified as suffering from miner’s nystagmus, contracted while 
working as a collier underground, and received full com- 
pensation for a time. He was subsequently put on to surface 
work, receiving only partial compensation. He was certified 
as having recovered from the nystagmus, but from the report 
of a medical referee to whom the case was subsequently 
referred, it appeared that he was still affected with a prone- 
ness to the recurrence of the disease, and was accordingly 
incapacitated from work underground, and on these facts it 
was held in accordance with the above mentioned principles 
that the workman was still suffering from the industrial 
disease within the meaning of the above section. 
(To he continued. ) 





Premature Renoet of Wedding : 
Whether a Libel. 


Two points of interest are raised by the decision of the Court 
of Ap pes al in Emerson v. Grimsby Times and Tele qraph Co. Lid., 
Times, 12th January, 1926. Although the question of libel 
or no libel is for the jury, it is the function of the judge in the 
first place to paheted whether the words complained of are 
reasonably capable of bearing a defamatory meaning, and it is 
only when this barrier is passed, that the case can be left to 
the jury to determine whether they are in fact defamatory. 
The above-mentioned case is of interest because the Court of 
Appeal have held that a premature report of a wedding is 
not in itself defamatory. There an account (which had 
already been prepared) of a wedding ceremony was inserted 
by an error in the issue of the defendants’ newspaper on the 
day previous to that on which the wedding was actually to 
have taken place. But although a premature report of such 
a ceremony may not be, in itself, defamatory, yet there may be 
other circumstances, whic h, as Lord Justice ATKIN pointed out, 
might have to be considered in connexion therewith, which 
might have the effect of making the report defamatory. 

he second point of interest in the above case is that it 
affords an illustration of the exercise of the power given to 
the court by Ord. 25,r.4. That rule provides that “ the Court 
or a Judge may order any pleading to be struck out, on the 
ground that it discloses no reasonable cause of action or 
answer, and in any such case or in the case of the action or 
defence being shown by the pleadings to be frivolous or 
vexatious, the court may order the action to be stayed or 
dismissed, or judgment to be ordered accordingly, as may be 
just.” This course was taken by the judge, and the Court of 
Appeal refused to disturb his decision. The jurisdiction 
which is conferred by the above rule must be exercised with the 
greatest caution, and it would appear to be necessary that the 
pleading should be not only demurrable, but also such that no 
legitimate amendment can save it from being demurrable. 
On the other hand it appears that the above rule confers a 
jurisdiction on the court which extends beyond cases which 
are merely demurrable. As BANKes and WarrincTon, L.JJ., 
pointed out, the jurisdiction under Ord. 25, r. 4, was not 
intended to replace the old demurrer, but extended to cases 
in oe the claim was frivolous and vexatious. At the same 
time, ATKIN, L.J 7 expressed the doubt as to whether, where 
it was “possible that some legal wrong had been committed, it 
was competent for the court to strike out the statement of 
claim, even although the party alleging the wrong might 
only be entitled to small compensation. In the above case, 
of course, a consideration of this latter question does not 
appear to have arisen, since the court in holding that the 
statement was not defamatory held that no legal wrong had 
been committed. Had the converse been the case (i.e., had 
the statement in fact been defamatory), then, it is submitted, 


would have had no jurisdiction under the above rule however 
trifling the compensation the court might have considered 
the plaintiff entitled to. It might incidentally be added that 
it is difficult to conceive how an action can be regarded as 
frivolous and vexatious, at any rate for the purpose of this 
rule, where in fact a legal wrong, however slight, has been 
committed. 8. 








Landlord and Tenant Notebook. 


Although tax under Sched. A is a tax upon property, yet 
a consideration of some of the more important points in 
connexion therewith is of importance to a tenant, since it is 
in the first instance charged upon the occupier of the land or 
premises. Rules 1 and 2 of No. vii of the rules applicable 
to Sched. A of the Income Tax Act. 1918, provide that 

save as in this Act provided in any particular case, tax 
under this Schedule shall be charged on and paid by the 
occupier for the time being,” and that “ every person having 
the use of any lands or tenements shall be deemed to be the 
occupier thereof.” The cases in which the landlord may be 
charged directly with the tax are to be found in rule 8 and 
rule 9 of No. vii. Rule § provides that the landlord 
may be so charged, where (a) the dwelling-house, with the 
buildings or offices belonging thereto and the land occupied 
therewith is of less annual value than £1( ; (6) the land or 
tenements are let for a period of less than one year; and 
(c) where the house or building is let in different apartments 
or tenements and occupied by two or more persons severally, 
in which case the premises are to be assessed and charged as 
one entire whole ; and according to rule 9 the landlord may, 
in the discretion of the Commissioners, be so assessed, as if 
he were the occupier, where he has made a written request to 
that effect. 

Although the occupier is primarily chargeable, the tax has 
ultimately to be borne by the owner, the tenant having the 
right to deduct the tax from the nezt payment of rent (rule 1 
of No. viii). Thetax is based on the “* annual value ” and will 
vary with the rate of payment provided for in each year by 
the current Finance Act. Inasmuch as the amount of the 
rent payable will usually differ from the amount of the annual 
value, some difficulty may arise in determining the amount 
of the deduction which the occupying tenant will be entitled 
to make, and a similar difficulty will be experienced where 
there are several existing sub-tenancies with varying rentals 
of the same premises. On these points reference may usefully 
be made to Rossdale v. Fryer, 1922, 2 K.B. 303. In that case 
the premises in question were r aa at £540 gross and £450 net. 
The premises were in the occupation of tenants who held of 

an intermediate landlord, B. These tenants 
Annual Value deducted from the rent paid to B, tax 
/ess than Rent. payable on the annual value of £450 at the 

current rate of 6s. in the £. B held the 
premises of A, at a rental of £750, and claimed to deduct from 
the payment of his rent (of £750) to A, an amount equivalent 
to 6s. in the £, bared, not on £450, but on £750, but this the 
Court of Appeal held he was not entitled to do, and that he 
was only entitled to deduct the amount of tax actually paid by 
him (i.e., the amount deducted from his rent by his own 
sub-tenants). In this case, the annual value was less than 
the rent, and it is necessary to enquire what the position will 
be where the rent payable is less than the annual value. 
On this latter point reference might be made to Moore v. 

Drughorn, 1922, 2 K.B. 492. There a 
Annual Value landlord had agreed with a prospective 
more than tenant to put a house into repair and let 
Rent. it to the tenant for a term of years 
at a certain rent. This agreement was 
subsequently varied by an arrangement that the tenant 





inasmuch as a legal wrong had been committed, the court 


should execute the repairs himself, and that in consideration 
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thereof, he should pay merely a peppercorn rent for the first 
year and the agreed money rent for the residue of the term. 
The tenant paid the Sched. A tax for the first year and sub 
sequently sought to deduct the amount thereof from the 
rent payable to the landlord for the second year, but it was 
held by the Court of Appeal that the tenant had no such 
right of deduction, inasmuch as the expenditure on the 
repairs could not be regarded as the equivalent of rent, 
the Court being of opinion that by “rent payable to the 
landlord” (in rule 1 of No. viii) was meant rent in the strict 
legal sense, i.e., the money rent reserved by the lease. 

Although this case turned on the meaning of the expression 
“rent payable to the landlord” (in rule 1 of No. viii), yet 
inasmuch as the Court of Appeal held that there was no 
right of deduction, the inference might legitimately be drawn 
that where the annual value exceeds the actual rent payable, 
the tenant, who will of course pay tax on the full amount of 
the annual value, will not be entitled to deduct from his rent 
the whole of the tax paid by him, but merely a proportionate 
part thereof which must be determined in proportion to the 
rent actually payable by him. 

By rule 1 of No. viii, the tenant is entitled to deduct the 
amount of the tax from his nezt payment of rent, and it has 
been held that if he fail to do so, he will not be entitled to 
deduct the amount from any subsequent payment of rent, 
nor will he be able to recover it in any other way from his 
landlord: Hill v. Kirshenstein, 1920,3 K.B.556. It is imma 
terial whether the rent from which the deduction is to be 
made is rent accrued due or arrears. Thus in Kirk vy. 
Cunnington, 1921, 3 K.B. 637, a tenant had made no payment 
of rent for several years, but had paid the landlord’s property 
tax in respect of those years. He then made a payment of 
rent to his landlord, and it was held by a Divisional Court 
that, assuming that there had been no intermediate payment 
of rent, he would be entitled to deduct from the rent not 
only the amount of tax for the current financial year, but 
all the sums he had paid in respect of property tax during 
those years in which no rent was paid. In such a case, 
moreover, not only is the tenant entitled to deduct the tax, 
but he must so deduct it, or else he will be unable to recover 
it at all from his landlord. Thus, if, for instance, rent has 
been unpaid for two years, and the tenant has paid the tax 
for those two years, the tenant must deduct the amount of the 
tax from the next payment of rent, which would be on account 
of the arrears. 

On the other hand, it should be noted that no tax can be 
deducted, as it were, in advance. Thus, in Barnes v. Kyffi 
32 T.L.R. 381, it was held that the tenant was not entitled 
to deduct from the rent the tax, which he had not yet paid. 

In conclusion, attention should be drawn to one decision 
which seems to bear somewhat harshly on the landlord. Where 
the tenant has paid the tax, he is entitled to deduct the 
amount from the rent without producing the collector's receipt, 
and the landlord must allow the deduction to be made. 
This was decided by the Court of Appeal in North London 
and General Property Co. Ltd. v. Moy Ltd., 1918, 2 K.B. 459, in 
which case the tenants refused to bring or forward the receipt 
for inspection by their lessors, and informed them that the 
receipt could only be inspected at their (the tenants’) office. 
It is inadvisable, however, for the tenant tc act in an unreason- 
able manner, and he should, if so desired by his lessor, at 
any rate forward the receipt by post to his landlord. In 
Moy’s Case, the Court of Appeal made an order that the 
tenants should have no costs of the action in the court 
below, but they were allowed the costs of the appeal, since 
an appeal was the only course which they could have adopted, 
in order to set right the wrong decision given (against them) 
in the court below. 


BUILDING SocreETIES MorTGAGE.—The Publishers of this 
Journal have now on sale draft forms applice ble to Frecheld 
or Leasehold Properties settled by Sir Benjamin Cherry, LL.B., 
price 5s. each. 





A Conveyancer’s Diary. 


The question has frequently been asked how is title to be 
made on the sale of land formerly held by 


T.tle made by two joint tenants, beneficially entitled, 
Surviving where one such tenant has died after 1925. 
Joint Tenant Two different methods have been suggested : 
Beneficially (a) In reply to a Point in Practice in the 
Entitled. last number of Tue Soxicrrors’ JoUuRNAL 

(70 Sou. J., p. 280), the conclusion was 


irrived at that the land being held upon trust for sale a new 
trustee must be appointed to act with the surviving joint 
tenant and to give a receipt for the proceeds of sale unless the 
purchaser waives his rights ; 

(4) Sir Benjamin Cherry in reply to a question on his lectures 
to the Law Society (see 70 Sou. J., p. 2h), expressed the view 
that the surviving joint tenant can make title by disclosing 
his equity. 

The following propositions may be put forward : 

(1) Title can be made after the appointment of a new 


trustee as suggested in 70 Sou. J., p. 280. Section 23 
of the L.P.A., 1925, expressly provides for such a case 
by enacting that where land has either before or after 
Ist January, 1926, become subject to a trust for sale, 


such trust shall so far as regards the safety and protection of 
any purchaser thereunder be deemed to be subsisting until 
the land has been conveyed to or under the direction of the 
persons interested in the proceeds of sale. 

(2) Title can be made by the surviving joint tenant on his 
proving his equitable title by survivorship. On proof of such 
equitable title the trust for sale is shown to have come to 
an end, and the survivor's equitable interest is shown to have 
coalesced with his legal estate, provided, however, that s. 23 
of the L.P.A., 1925, may operate, where necessary, for the 
protection of a purchaser. 

(3) Where there is an open contract for the sale of land 
by a surviving joint tenant beneficially entitled it seems 
to have been doubted whether a vendor can compel a 
purchaser to accept title made by him as beneficial owner, 
i.e., in the method On general 
principles the purchaser should be bound to take a conveyance 
from a tenant in fee simple absolutely entitled. The difficulty, 
however, is that a conveyance made by trustees for sale, owing 
to its over-reaching effect and the application of s. 23 of the 
L.P.A., 1925, may place a purchaser ina stronger position than a 
conveyance from a tenant in fee simple as beneficial owner 
does, e.g., if a question arises with respect to constructive notice 
of equities. It may be urged, however, that: (i) under the law 
before 1926 a purchaser under an open contract was entitled, 
generally speaking, to a conveyance from the vendor as bene- 
ficial owner, and the new Acts do not seem to have altered 
his position in this respect. Therefore, if the vendor corveys 
as beneficial owner he will have fulfilled his contract. Of 
course, in such a conveyance the purchaser will obtain the 
benefit of implied covenants by such owner and not merely 
by a person ‘‘as trustee’’; (ii) that as the vendor can, by 
conveying to himself, put an end to the application of s. 23, 
the purchaser will indirectly be forced, unless there is in 
fact an over-reachable equity, to accept title under 
method (2); and what he can be indirectly forced to accept 
must be directly enforceable upon him; and (iii) the actual 
conveyance by the vendor to the purchaser is in fact a 
conveyance by the direction of the person entitled to the 
proceeds of sale within s. 23. The position, in our opinion, 
therefore, is that unless the purchaser can point to an 
equitable interest which ought and could be over reached by a 
conveyance on trust for sale, though not by a conveyance by 
a beneficial owner in fee simple, and can further show that he 
is entitled to the land clear of such equitable interest, a title 
made by the surviving joint tenant beneficially entitled must 


second indicated above. 


be accepted by him. 
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(4) In practice, no doubt, the contract will state that the 
vendor is selling as beneficial owner. Such a contract is not 
rendered void by the operation of s. 42 (1) of the L.P.A. 
Section 42 (1) provides that a stipulation to the effect 
that a purchaser of a legal in land shall accept 
a title made with the concurrence of any person entitled 
to an equitable interest is to be void if a title can be 
made discharged from the equitable interest without such 
concurrence under a trust for sale. It may be pointed 
out that this sub-section is designed against the practice 
of obtaining the concurrence of the owner of an equitable 
interest. The of such concurrence not 
arise in the which are here considering : 
for there is only one person interested, and a person can no 


estate 


question does 


circumstance we 
more concur than he can conspire with himself alone. Further, 
except in so far as it is or may be kept on foot by s. 23, the 
equitable interest of the vendor has merged in or coalesced with 
his legal interest, and so the que stion of concurrence of “any 
person entitled to an equitable interest’’ does not arise. . 





LAW OF PROPERTY ACTS. 
Points in Practice. 


In this column questions from Annual Subscribers are invited 
and will be answered by an eminent Conveyancer. All questions 
should be addressed to—The Assistant Editor and Manager, “ The 
Solicitors’ Journal,’’ 94-97, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. The name and 
address of the Subscriber must accompany all communications. 
which should be typewritten (or written) on one side of the paper 
only, and be in trivlicate. 








SetrLteD LaNnpb—CompounD SETTLEMENT—INFANT. 

97. Q. J.D. died in 1892 having by his will devised and 
bequeathed all his real and personal estate to his trustees 
upon trust to pay the income thereof to his wife (who is long 
since dead) for life and after her death he gave a small annuity 
to his daughter, M.E.H., and after the death of the daughter 
he gave to the daughter’s children, if more than one equally, 
£200, and he charged the annuity and legacy of £200 upon his 
real estate, and subject thereto devised the whole of his real 
estate and bequeathed the remainder of his personal estate 
unto his son W.D. J.D. left practically no personal estate, 
and his whole estate consisted of some small freehold cottages 
worth, perhaps, £250. His will was duly proved by the said 
W.D., one of the surviving executors. W.D. died intestate 
in 1905, leaving a widow and eldest son, D.D., and other 
children him surviving, and his widow took a grant of adminis- 
tration to his estate in June, 1905. D.D. died intestate in 
1918, leaving a widow and infant son him surviving. The 
annuitant, M.E.H., has recently died, and it is now desired to 
sell the cottages, but the difficulty arises as to how title can 
be made. Although more than twenty years have elapsed 
since the death of W.D., it is assumed that his widow, as his 
administratrix, can now sell and give a good title, particularly 
having regard to s. 36 (8) and (12) of the Ad. of E. Act, 1925. 
If, however, she cannot make good title, it is assumed that 
title will have to be made under the S.L.A., 1925, and in that 
case the following points seem to arise: (1) Is the infant son 
of D.D. entitled under a settlement deemed to have been 
made by his intestate father (s. 1 (2) of S.L.A., 1925)? If so 
would the right of dower (if any) not only of his own mother, 
but also of his grandmother (the widow of W.D.) be comprised 
in the subject of the settlement by virtue of s. 1 (3) of the 
S.L.A., 1925, and, if not, in what other way can the grand- 
mother’s right of dower be now over-reached 2? Does the 
matter fall within the provisions as to infants in para. 3 of 
the 2nd Sched. to the S.L.A., 1925, and, if so, what effect 


has cl. 2 of that paragraph, or does it fall within s. 26 of the 
same Act, and being vested in a personal representative can 


appoint an additional trustee under s. 50 (3) of the same Act ? 
Even if a good title can be made by the administratrix without 
reference to the provisions of the 8.L.A., 1925, it would be 
interesting to know what the position would be under that 
Act, seeing that there are many cases of infant heirs, some 
subject and others not, to a subsisting right of dower, and the 
legal estate is not in all such cases vested in a personal 
representative. 

A. It is not stated above whether the reversionary legacy 
of £200 bequeathed by the original testator, J.D., to the 
children of his daughter M.E.H. and charged upon his realty 
has been paid or not. If not, and M.E.H. had children at 
J.D.’s death, the trustees of his will or the legal personal 
representatives of the survivor still hold the lands so charged, 
and it is their duty to satisfy the charge. It is not stated 
whether W.D. was a trustee of J.D., or, if so, whether he was 
the surviving trustee, but if this was so, his widow, as his 
legal personal representative, has the powers of a trustee: see 
T.A., 1925, s. 18 (2). The position would then vary according 
to the form of the charge. If there was a trust for sale after 
the death of M.E.H. to pay the £200, it still exists, but she 
must appoint a co-trustee under s. 36 of the Act to receive 
the proceeds of sale: see s. 14 (2) (a). Otherwise there may 
be a power of sale to satisfy the £200, or no power of sale, in 
which case the legatees might have to go to the court for sale 
or receiver : see Garfitt v. Allen, 1887,37 C.D. 48. But, unless 
there is a trust for sale, the land is settled land, the subject 
of a compound settlement arising, if the legacy of £200 is 
unsatisfied, under the will and the two intestacies, and by 
virtue of s. 1 (1) (v) and 31 (1) of the S.L.A., 1925, W.D.’s 
widow is trustee, and para. 3 of Sched. 2 and s. 26 of the 
Act apply. If the £200 is satisfied, the settlement arises under 
the two intestacies only, and W.D.’s widow is trustee by 
virtue of s. 1 (2) and (3) of the Act, taken in conjunction with 
ss. 30 (3) and 31 (1), para. 3, of the 2nd Sched. and s. 26 still 
applying. In any case she would have to appoint an additional 
trustee under s. 30 (3), and they could then sell free from 
both dowers, and from the £200 also, if unpaid: see s. 72 (2). 
If the £200 is satisfied, she could also give a title alone under 
s. 36 (8) and (12) of the Ad. of E.A., 1925, but that would not 
be the proper course in the circumstances. 

Setrtep LANnp—So.Le Executor AND TRUSTEE. 

98. Q. A died in 1913, and appointed B and C executors 
and trustees, and devised a freehold house unto the trustees 
upon trust for B for life, with remainder to D for life, if she 
survived B, with a power of appointment, but if D predeceased 
B then in trust for E, F and G in equal shares. The will 
contained no power or trust for sale. C has died, so that B 
is now sole trustee and tenant for life, but not a trustee 
under the 8.L.A., 1882 to 1890, nor can he become a trustee 
under the 8.L.A., 1925, by virtue of s. 30 (i), (ii), (iii), or (iv). 
It is not practicable to make an appointment under (v) so 
that s-s. (3) applies. The executors long since carried out 
their executorship and became trustees, so it appears there is 
now no personal representative. Notwithstanding this, 
does B as the survivor still remain personal representative so 
as to be a trustee by virtue of the words “ then the personal 
representatives of the deceased shall until other trustees 
are appointed be by virtue of this Act the trustees of the 
settlement,”’ and enable him after 1st January to appoint an 
additional trustee or trustees or must application be made to 
the court to appoint S.L.A. trustees ? 

A. B remains executor and legal personal representative of 
A, as may be tested by asking who could give good receipt 
for a newly discovered asset of the estate. Clearly no one but 
B could do so, and he holds his office notwithstanding that 
some of the administered property is held by him as trustee. 
B therefore is trustee for the purposes of the S.L.A., 1925, 
by virtue of s. 50 (3), and must, in accordance with the 





such personal representative under the same section effectively 
convey the cottages to a purchaser, or would she have to 





imperative direction therein contained appoint someone to 
act with*him. 
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ExistinG VENDOR AND PurcHAser CONTRACTS. 

99. Q. Referring to the answer to Q. 38, vol. 70, p. 123, 
supra, we find no reference to the L.P.A., 1925, Ist Sched., 
Pt. IV, para. 1 (10). Does this paragraph apply to all sub- 
sisting contracts for sale, or does it only apply to a contract for 
sale by persons holding land in undivided shares ? 

A. Clearly the latter only, for para. 1 (10), merely excludes 
land held in undivided shares and subject to a contract for 
sale from the operation of Pt. 1V, which is strictly confined 
to land so held. , 

UNDIVIDED SHARES—SEPARATE TRUSTS FOR SALE. 

100. Q. A and B were beneficially seised as tenants in common 
of freehold property. A died a few years ago, and by his 
will devised his moiety to his trustees, three in number, upon 
trust for sale. B has since died, and by his will devised his 
moiety to trustees upon trust for sale, being three in number. 
In whom is the legal estate vested, and under which heading 
of the L.P.A., 1925, Ist Sched., Pt. IV, does the case fall ? 

A. The entirety of the land was not vested in anybody 
on 31st December, 1925, so paras. 1 (1) and (2), are ruled out ; 
nor was it settled land, for, unlike the S.L.A., 1882 (see s. 63), 
the 8.L.A., 1925, does not include land held on trust for sale, 
which is dealt with in ss. 23 to 33 of the L.P.A., 1925. There- 
fore para. 1 (3) does not apply, and only 1 (4) is left. That 
paragraph, therefore, applies and the property vests in the 
Public Trustee subject to be divested under para. 1 (4) (ili), 
and s. 36 (1) and (2) of the T.A., 1925. The opinion has been 
previously given (see answer to question 88), that trustees are 
“* persons interested *’ within para. 1 (4) (iii) supra. 
SetrLeD LAND—TRUSTEES FOR PURPOSES OF S8.L.A., 1925. 

101. Q. By deed of re-settlement made in 1896 between 
Y.H.B. first part, Y.R.P.B. (son) and F.B. his wife, second 
part, and trustees third part, it was directed and appointed 
by settlors (inter alia), that the hereditaments should stand 
settled to the use of F.B. during her life to receive a rent- 
charge of £——, and subject thereto to the use of Y.H.B., 
during his life, and thereafter to the use of Y.R.P.B. during his 
life and afterwards to the use of the eldest son of Y.R.P.B., 
on his attaining twenty-one years. Y.H.B. and Y.R.P.B., 
are both dead, and the latter’s son on attaining the age of 
twenty-one years barred the entail “ free from all estate in 
tail male or quasi in tail” ete., but subject as to all the premises 
to charges having priority, i.e., the rent-charge jointure. 
F.B. the mother is still alive, and in receipt of the jointure 
rent-charge. Y.A.B. has executed a deed of release to the 
trustees of the settlement. Have trustees to be appointed 
under the 8.L.A., 1925, by vesting deed, of whom Y.A.B. 
the present owner in fee simple subject to the jointure rent- 
charge could be one, or are the trustees of the re-settlement 
of 1896, notwithstanding the deed of release, trustees for the 
purpose of receiving any purchase money under the Act ? 
If it is necessary to have a vesting deed and new trustees 
appointed, it is proposed that Y.A.B. and one of the former 
trustees of the settlement be appointed trustees for the purposes 
of the S.L.A., 1925. 

A. [For the purposes of the answer it is assumed that 
Y.A.B. was the eldest son of Y.R.P.B., and that he took an 
estate tail, now barred.] The land subject to the re-settlement 
is settled land under the 8.L.A., 1925, s. 1 (1), (v), but was not 
so under the §.L.A., 1882 to 1890, after the death of the 
survivor of Y.H.B. and Y.R.P.B. and the date of Y.A.B.’s 
disentailing assurance: see Re Trafford’s Settled Estates, 1915, 
1 Ch. 9, and distinguish Re Monckton’s Settlement, 1917, 1 Ch. 
224. It is not stated in the question whether the trustees had 
any duties to F.B. as jointress, but if so, Y.A.B. could not, of 
course, release them from such duties. If such duties included 


a power of sale to secure the jointure, the trustees are trustees 
of the settlement for the purposes of the S.L.A., 1925, by 
virtue of s. 30 (1) (i). 
such trustees under s. 30 (1) (v). 


If not, F.B. and Y.A.B. can appoint 
And they can, if they please, 





appoint themselves or either of them, so long as they appoint 
not less than two: see T'.A., 1925, ss. 64 (1), 36 (1) and 14 (2). 
When appointed they must execute the vesting deed required 
otherwise 


by para. 1 (2) of the 2nd Sch. to the S.L.A., 192! 
Y.A.B. will be unable to sell any portion : see s. 1: 


), 
cs 
PARTNERSHIP ProperTYy—SuspJeEct TO MortGAGE—SALE. 

102. QY. A, Band C (partners) are seised in fee simple in 
possession of land as part of their partnership property. There 
are no words in the conveyance to them indicating whether they 
are to hold the land as joint tenants or tenants in common, but 
there is a proviso in such conveyance that if any of the partners 
should die during the continuance of the partnership the 
survivors or survivor of them might sell the land for the 
purpose of winding up the partnership affairs without the 
concurrence of the executors or administrators of the deceased 
partner or partners, and the receipt of such survivors or 
survivor should effectually discharge the person paying the 
same therefrom and from all liability to see to the application 
thereof. The entirety of the land has been charged by the 
partners (all of whom are living) to their bank, by memo- 
randum of deposit, to secure an overdraft on current account. 
On and after Ist January : 

(i) It is assumed that the land will vest beneficially in the 
partners as joint tenants on trust for sale: see L.P.A., 1925, 
s. 36 (1) ? 

(ii) How will a title be made to a purchaser ? 

(iii) Would the partners be 
trustees”’ under this sub-section, 
implied covenants for title; or could 
each partner conveying by the direction of 


expressed to convey “as 
thereby their 
they convey “as 


limiting 


beneficial owners,” 
the other of them, according to the present practice ? 

(iv) It is conceived that, on a contract for sale made in 
December, the sale could be carried through under the existing 
practice (see L.P.A., 5 hed. I, Pt. IV, para. 10 (1) ). Is this a 
correct interpretation ? 

(v) Would the position be affected if any partner died 
before the land were sold ? 

A. A conveyance to three persons, prima | acie, creates a 
joint tenanc y, but the presumption may be displaced by 
appropriate words in the conveyance, or in equity when the 
purchase money is advanced unequally, or by severance. 

(i) The provision of the L.P.A. applicable is not s. 36, 
but s. 39 (4) and Pt. IV of the Ist Sched. Under para. 1 (2) 
the partners will hold in trust for sale. The partners as 
trustees for sale must give effect to the equities arising on the 
partnership deed or otherwise: see L.P.A., 1925, s. 3 (1) (5) (1). 

(ii) By the partners as trustees for sate, the bank releasing 
its charge. 

(iii) Persons who 
covenant as such, but it would be open to a purchaser to 
stipulate otherwise. The difference between the two forms 
of covenant, it may be observed, will be far less than under 
the previous law, for any owner of an undivided share can 
incumber it as much as he pleases without in any way 
prejudicing the purchaser, even if taking with notice. For 


convey as trustees would normally 


such incumbrance does not create a legal estate, and must be 


| satisfied out of the proceeds of sale. 


(iv) Yes, if the sale is of the whole of the property, but 
Pt. IV will apply if the subject-matter of the sale is an 
undivided share only. 

(v) The death of a partner would be the death of a trustee 
for sale, and, if he left two other partners surviving, they could 


carry out the trust. 


SETTLEMENT—PuRCHASE OF REALTY—TRUST FOR SALE. 

103. Q. In 1896 a marriage 
which A and B were the trustees. 
power to the trustees to invest part of the trust moneys in 
real property, and declared that the trustees should stand 
possessed of the premises so purchased upon trust to sell 
and to stand possessed of the proceeds on the trust of the 


settlement was executed, of 
The deed contained a 
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settlement. The trusts of the settlement were for the wife 
for life, and then for the husband for life, and, in default of 
children, which event happened, upon such trusts as the 
wife should by will appoint. A freehold property was pur- 
chased under the power, and was in 1899 conveyed to A and B 
in fee simple as joint tenants, but without in any way men 
tioning the settlement. The husband and wife are both dead. 
In 1915 the wife by her will appointed B and C her executors, 
and appointed the property so purchased and the moneys 
arising therefrom to B and C upon trust for D for life, with 
various remainders over. C, one of the trustees of the will, 
is now dead, leaving B the sole executor and trustee of the 
will. It is proposed at once to appoint a new trustee, E, 
of the will, and the following questions now arise owing to 
the passing of the recent Act (1) Will it be 
have a conveyance from A and B as the trustees of the settle 
the trustees of the will, or will all the 


necessary to 


ment to B and K, a 
interests of the trustees of the s 
to them pass to the tenant for life under the will or the trustees 
of it by virtue of the provisions contained in the recent 
Acts without conveyance ? (2) Will B and E 
appointment of new trustees being made, become trustees for 


ttlement under the conveyance 


any on the 


the purposes of the S.L.A., 1925, under the will? (3) A and 
B were clearly trustees for the purposes of the S.L.A., 1882 
to 1890, under the settlement Should the deed vesting 


under the will be executed 


the property in the tenant for life 
settlement or by B and E 


by A and B as the trustees of th 
as the trustees of the will or how otherwise ? (4) Would the 
stamp on the conveyance, if any, by the trustees of the 
settlement to the trustees of the will, be a ten-shilling stamp 
only ? 

A. A and B have held the land on trust for sale throughout, 
and the wife by her will has settled the proceeds of sale. 
Under the 8.L.A., 1925, land held on trust for sale is not to 
be deemed settled land, and in this way it differs from the 
S.L.A., 1882, s. 63 of the latter being repealed and not re- 
enacted. The land not being settled land, there is no tenant 
for life with an equity to the legal estate under Pt. II of the 
Ist Sched. of the L.P.A., 1925, and there will be no vesting 
deed under para. 1 of the 2nd Sched. to the S.L.A., 1925. 
A and B, as trustees, will in fact continue to hold on trust 
for sale, and the equitable interests will attach to the proceeds 
of sale. ‘I'o a purchaser, A and B can show title under the 
L.P.A., 1925, Ist Sehed., Pt. IV, 1 (2). After sale (which 
presumably they have power to postpone under the original 
settlement) they will hold the proceeds upon the trusts 
applicable, which are unaffected by the Acts. 

Noric! 
(QUESTION 


PURCHASER WITHOUT PuUISNE MORTGAGE 
72). 
sue of the 2nd January, under the heading 


not ice the 


101. Q. In your i 
‘Law of Property \ct 
su 


Points in Practice,” we 
puestion No 


72 that a puisne mortgage 


stion contained in 


uue 
gy 
created before January, 1926, apparently cannot be registered 
until it 18 tran ferred The answer to the que stion seems to 
Surely both the questioner and the person responsible 


overlooked s. 10 s. (7), of the L.C.A., 


ter second mortgages 


agree. 
for the answer 
1925. Does not this giv 
created before the Act ? 

A. This correspondent and others are thanked for calling 
attention to the L.C.A., 1925, s. 10 (7), which should have 
been mentioned in the answer to question 72 ; see also L.P.A., 
1925, Ist Sch., Pt. VI For the 
first answer this sub-section (10 (7) ) does not afford a puisne 
mortgagee complete safety, but it does give him the protection 


of s. 198 of the L.P.A 


have 
power tor 


para. 6 reasons given in our 
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» of £109,746 over that completed 


The Royal Exchan 
of net new life 
twelve months 
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ending 


£1,971,553, being an ine 
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Reviews. 


The Law of Town Planning. By ArcntpaLp SAFForD 
and Granam Oxver, of the Middle Temple, Barristers-at- 


Law. 1925, Hadden Best & Co., 288 pages, including 
Tables and Index. Price 21s. net. 
The reviewer of a law book in The Times of the 30th 


September, 1865, complained that ‘ none but the pocket of a 
shooting coat could contain it, and it would weary the arms 
of any but a rifleman to carry it for a mile.” We are afraid 
that that complaint of sixty years ago, which was made of a 
work only containing 809 pages, more than applies to a very 
large number of our modern legal tomes, but the handy little 
book before us will go comfortably into an ordinary lounge 
coat pocket, and even an unathletic alderman or councillor 
would not be distressed if he carried it round his area on a 
town planning expedition. It is the only book at present on 
the market which deals exclusively with this subject and 
contains the consolidating Act of 1925. The Scottish Act of 
1925 is given. The twelve preliminary summarising 
chapters are compressed into seventy pages. These are 
followed by the two Acts, all the Regulations, three Circulars 
and a Memorandum, Forms, a Preliminary Statement of 
Proposals for Development, a list of District Commissioners 
of the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, the Model Clauses, 
and an Index of sixteen pages. After the usual Table of 
Contents in the preliminary portion of the work, there are a 
Table of Cases, a Table of Statutes, and a most useful Table 
giving the sections of the repealed Acts, the subject-matter of 
each, and the corresponding sections of the new Act. The 
only criticism we have to make of the admirably concise 
summarising chapters is that the footnotes giving the sections 
of Acts, or Articles of Orders, referred to in the text do not 
state the subsequent pages where these can be found. As the 
Acts and Orders, etc., occupy 182 pages, this necessitates an 
amount of page-hunting of which the learned authors should 


also 


have relieved the reader. The Acts and Orders are not 
annotated, the twenty-four cases cited being all in the 


preliminary chapters, or rather on seven pages of those 
chapters. As a book in which to find a concise summary of 
the law on this subject, and all the statutory and departmental 
efforts which have been made to cope with the problem, the 
one before us would be hard to beat, but little guidance is to 
be found in it for those troubled with abstruse conundrums 
arising in actual practice. 

of Pleading and Practice in Civil Actions 
Ninth Edition. By WALTER 
Stevens & Sons. pp. 542. 


Odger’s Prine iple § 
in the High Court of Justice. 
BLAKE Opaers, M.A. London: 
Price 15s. net. 

The ninth edition of ‘‘ Odgers on Pleadings and Practice ”’ 
retains the well-known features of that manual, 
namely, its clearness of expression and admirable arrangement 
of matter. As the editor of the ninth edition remarks, “ the 
changes in the law since the last edition are neither numerous 
but the text has been carefully 


excellent 


nor of great importance,” 
revised and incorporates all relevant decisions, rules, etc., 
up to August, 1925. The result isa most complete and compre- 
hensive introduction into the principles of pleading and the 
practice of civil actions in the High Court of Justice. Such 
difficult questions as “ Joinder of Causes of Action” are 
clearly elucidated, whilst the chapter on the “ Function of 
Pleadings” incorporates sufficient historical matter to make 
the whole system of pleading interesting and intelligible. 
A mastery of its contents will enable the beginner to avoid 
the pitfalls which beset his path; on the other hand, ‘an 
experienced practitioner will find in it a safe, reliable guide. 
Mews’ Digest of English Case Law, containing the Reported 
Decisions of the Superior Courts, and a Selection from those 
of the Scottish and Irish Courts to the end of 1924, Second 
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Edition. Under the general Editorship of Sir ALEXANDER 
Woop-Renton, K.C.M.G., late Chief Justice of Ceylon 
and Sypvey Epwarp WI11Ms, of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister- 
at-Law. Vol. VII. London: Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd.- 
Stevens & Sons, Ltd.; and The Solicitors’ Law Stationery 
Society, Ltd. Price 35s. , 

Volume VII of ‘‘ Mews’”’ gives a concise and accurate digest 
of the various cases decided upon a variety of subjects, ranging 
from Customs and Excise to Ecclesiastical Law. This last 
subject occupies as many as 320 columns; while Divorce 
and Matrimonial Causes take up nearly 500, and Discovery 
over 300. Cases on two subjects in particular have interested 
us, namely: (1) those on Duress; strange to say these are 
few in number, and one may say that there is apparently in 
this field still room for considerable development of the law 
through judicial decisions; (2) those which fall under the 
heading of ‘“ Decided In this class are grouped 
together, inter alia, decisions on the use of authorities, eflect 
of conflicting decisions, and the authority of old-established 
cases, and of House of Lords decisions. Under the sub 
heading “ Decisions of the Lord Chancellor,’ a most interesting 
declaration by Fry, J., in Re Wigton, is given. “1 think,” 
he said, “the Lord Chancellor, wherever he is sitting and 
whatever case he is trying, is still Lord Chancellor, and his 
decision is binding on me.” 

The volume contains an enormous amount of most interesting, 
accurate, and instructive learning in the form of judicial dicta, 
and digested summaries of cases. 


Cases,”’ 


Books Received. 
The Trustee's Handbook. Including (1) His Powers, Duties 


and Liabilities ; (2) The Powers of a Tenant for life under 
the Settled Land Act; (3) The Investment of Trust Funds, 
extracted from “ Snell's Principles of Equity,” ‘‘ Williams 
on Real Property,” etc. Second Edition. Sweet & Maxwell, 
Ltd., 2/3, Chancery-lane, W.C.2. 3s. 6d. net. 

Bythewood & Jarman’s Compendium of Precedents in Con 
veyancing. Second Edition. Sruarr L. Baruurst, B.A., 
Donatp C, L. Cres, M.A., assisted by A. R. Taytour, M.A., 
and Norman H. Otpuam, B.A., LL.B. Vol. II, Part 1. 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd., 3, Chancery-lane, W.C. (‘Two 
Volumes in four Parts). £4 10s, net. 


Compendium on the Law relating to Executors and Adminis 


trators. By the late Hon. W. Gregory WALKER. Sixth 
Edition. By SypNEY E. WILLIAMS. Sweet & Maxwell, 
Ltd., 3, Chancery-lane, W.C.2; Stevens & Sons, Ltd., 


119/20, Chancery-lane, W.C.2. £1 5s. net. 

The Ineome Tax Act. LOLS, and the Finanee Acts, 1919 fo 1925, 
so far as they relate to Income Tax and Super 
s-references to former Enactments, Tables of 
His Majesty’s Stationery Office. 10s. 6d. 


inclusive ; 
Tax, with cr 
Rate, and Index. 
net. 

Fourteen English Judges. By The Right Hon. Tue Fart of 
BirKENHEAD, P.C., D.L., D.C.L., LL.D., His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for India, Lord Rector of Glasgow 
University, High Steward of Oxford University, Hon. 
Fellow of Wadham and Merton Colleges. With fourteen 
half-tone Plates. Cassell & Co., Ltd., London, New York, 
Toronto and Melbourne. 25s. net. 


LEGAL EDUCATION, 

The Council of Legal Education announce the following 
appointments to examinerships at the Inns of Court: Mr. 
J. B. Ricwarpson, M.A., LL.B., Cambridge, barrister-at-law, 
of Middle Temple, in equity and reel property end cecn- 
veyancing; Mr. WALTER BLAKE OpGeErs, M.A., Oxford, 


barrister-at-law, of Middle Temple, ard Mr. RALPH SuTTON, 
barrister-at-law, of Lincoln’s Inn, in common law, criminal 
law, evidence, and procedure (civil and criminal). 











Court of Appeal. 


Martin «. Lowry. Martin ». Inland Revenve Commissicners. 


L5th December. 1925. 
REVENUE—INCoME TAx—Excress Proritrs Dui1y—StncLe 
PURCHASE OF GOVERNMENT SuRPLUS LINEN—RESALE TO 
MANUFACTURERS WITHIN SEVEN Monrus—WHuHETHER 


Prorits oF DEAL AssESSARLE—‘‘ TRADE OR BuSINEss "= 
‘ANNUAL ProFits oR Gains ’’—FrInance (No. 2) Act, 
1915, 5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 59, s. 38—Income Tax Act, 1918, 
8 & 9 Geo. 5, c. 40, Sched. D, Case I. 


The appe llant, a agricultui al engineer, who had no connexion 
with the contracted to purchase the whele of the 
Government surplus stock of aircraft linen existing in 1919, 
on condition that he took delivery and paid for all of it within sia 
months. The stock 15,000,000 and the 
appellant sold the whole of ul within seven months and made a 
profit of ove r £1.500.000, 

Held, that in carrying cut this operation he wa 

business,” and that the profits re: ulting the refre m 
were within Sched. D. Case 1 of the 
Income Tax Act, 1918, as the y OCccUrre d in the yea) of assess men, 
He was the refore properly as essable both to excess profits duty 
and income tax in ve pect of those profits. 

Ryall v. House and Honeywill, 1923, 2 K.B. 447, approved 
and followed. 


linen trade, 


ane unted 10 yards, 


engage d wm 


“a trade o7 


annual profits or dains , 


Appeal from a decision of Rowlatt, J. The appellant, 
Leonard James Martin, was assessed to excess profits duty and 
to income tax for the year ended April, 1920, in the sum of 
£1 900,000. le had since 1910 carried on the business of a 
wholesale merchant. No question 
arose about the profits of that business. Apart from the 
transactions described below the appellant had never had any 


agricultural machinery 


connexion with the linen trade nor any similar transactions 
in surplus Government The appellant agreed to 
purchase the whole surplus stock of Government aircraft linen 
remaining unsold on 7th June, 1919, which amounted to 
per lineal yard, 


stores. 


approximately 45,000,000 yards, at Is, &d. 
totalling £3,753,625 5s. 5d., without regard to quality or width ; 
to take delivery of the whole stocks at the depots in which 
they were stored within six months from 18th June, 1919; 
and to make pay- 


| 
gooas 


to pay cash with each order for delivery 

ment on 1&th 1919, for the 
remaining undelivered at that date. The appellant paid a 
deposit of £50,000 out of his own re sourt es to the Minister of 
Munitions. The contract contained other terms agreed on 
between the parties, and, inter alia, the appellant was 
without the consent in writing of the Minister of Munitions, 
to assign or sub-let the benefit of the agreement, but nothing 
contained in the agreement was to prevent him from selling 
or disposing of the stock as and when he desired subjec t to the 
provisions of the agreement. The remainder of the purchase 
money payable to the Minister of Munitions was provided 
out of the purchase money of the linen sold by the aj pellant, 
who did not make arrangements for financing the transaction. 
The appellant having tried, but failed, to sell the whole as it 
stood, set up an extensive selling organization, and ultimately 
sold the whole of the linen, mostly to Belfast manufacturers, 


December balance of 


not, 


but some to retail traders. The Crown claimed excess profits 
duty, and income tax on the profits realized. The Special 
Commissioners held that the appellant was liable, and 
Rowlatt, J., affirmed their decision. The appellant appealed, 

Sir E. POLLo« K, M.R iid the court agreed with the 
Commissioners and Rowlatt, J., that the contention that tke 
appellant had not carried on a trade or business in linen was 


Even if his purchase was made under a sing'e 
re profits wa accomplished 


contract, the realization of his larg 
by his setting up a trading organization. Whatever the view 


untenable. 
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of the courts mig! be, it was a question of fact for the 
Commissioners to determine. Phat finding concluded the 
appeal on the questiol ol e prol duty. But on th 
question of his liability to income tax the appellant took a new 
point. The words of Schedule D were *‘ Tax under this 
schedule shall be « harged in re spect of (a) the annual proht or 
gains arising or accruing,” et and he contended that, 
admitting for that purpose that he carried on a trade, hi 
profits were not annual profits or gains, as he carried on the 
trade for some seven or eight months only, and that “ annual ”’ 
profits or gains must ari from some enterprise yielding 
periodical profits from year to year, even though it be not 
carried on for a full year His lordship then examined the 
meaning of the word “annual” in the Income Tax and 
Finance Acts, referring to ss. 1 and 2 of Schedule D. It was 
clear that the Income Tax Acts conte mplate d and impo ed a 
tax for one ye ir only Lord Macnaghten said in Tne pine Taz 


Commissiones v. Pemsel, 1891, (pp. Cas. 532, that the 
Income Tax Act was not a statute which was passed once and 
for all; it had expired and been revived and re-enacted over 
and over again, and every revival and re-enactment was a new 
Act. Special provision was made for assessment in the case 
of a trade which was up in the year of assessment. The 
word used was “trade” simpliciter without restriction, 
limitation or definition. No case had ever been decided that 
suggested that trade must be interpreted as a trade continued 
or contemplated to continue beyond the year of assessment, 
or defined it as bearing fruit in successive years. On the other 
hand, there were cases which suggested the contrary. Grove, 
J., in Ryhope Coal Company v. Fryer, 7 Q.B.D. 185, at p. 497, 


took *‘ annually ’ to mean “ for the current year.” Rowlatt, 
J.,in Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Blott, 1920, 1 K.B. 133, 
said a dividend for the year was “ annual,”’ though it was only 


paid once, and in Ryall v. House and Honeywill, 1923, 2 K.B. 
147, he decided that a casual profit arising from an isolated 
transaction was taxable under the sixth case of Schedule D. 
The assessment was rightly made, and the appeal must be 
dismissed, with costs. 

ATKIN and SarGant, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect. 

COUNSEL: E. i. Harvey Kf on R. Needham and J. S. 
Serimgeow : Si Douglas Hoag, ¥ G . and R. P. Hills. 

Sonicirors : Charles Wright; The Solicitor of Inland 
hk venue, 

[Reported by H. LANGrorp_~Lewis, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Gregg v. Richards and Others. 
Russell, J. ord, 4th, Sth and 6th November. 


CoNVEYANCE—CONVEYANCING Act, 1881, 44 & 45 Vict., c. 41, 
s. 6 (2) (4)—Rieuntr or Way—ReErerence tro Riecut IN 
Habendum sur Not IN Parcets—PrRIVILEGE ENJOYED 
with LAND CONVEYED—CONTRARY INTENTION—INFERENCE, 


If a right of way for vehicles is refe rred to in the habendum, 
but not named in the parcels, it does not pass by the conve yance : 

“Shepherd's, Touchstone,” 75, and “ Norton on Deeds,” 
1906 Kd » Dp. 281, approved, 

Where the habendum and the parcels of a conveyance differ 
but ways are indicate d on a plan by metes and bounds the rewa 
contrary intention under s. 6 (4) of the Conwe yancing Act, 1881, 
and an easement existing at the time of the grant was held not 
to pass by virtue of s. 6 (2) of such Act. 

In such a case the maxim “ expressio unius est exclusio 
alterius ” applies. 


Action. Inthisaction the plaintiff claimed that she, as owner 
of No. 16 Gower-street, Willenhall, Stafford, had, on the true 
construction of her conveyance, a right of way for vehicles from 
Gower-street to the back of her premises, while the defendant 
contended that she had only a right of access to the back of 





No. 16 over a footway coloured green upon the plan, and four 

et wide. The defendant Richards erected a fence to prevent 
access to the premises for vehicles from Gower-street, and the 
plaintiff claimed a declaration of her right. The facts were as 
follows: The defendant Richards was the owner of a rectangular 
piece of ground on part of which were five houses fronting on 
to Gower-street, Willenhall, Stafford, and numbered 12 to 16 
(inclusive). Gower-street ran north and south, and No. 16 
was at the northern end. The grounds of No. 16 ran back the 
full depth of the rectangle, namely, 120 feet, but the grounds 
of the other four houses only ran back 69 feet. At the backs of 
12 to 15, and partly at the side of No. 12, there was a yard 
belonging at the time of the conveyance to the defendant, 
access to which for vehicles was from Gower-street through 
double gates, measuring 14 feet wide on the south side of 
No. 12. There was no defined road. The land was all! garden 
ground. There was a gateway beside the double gates for 
foot passengers. The occupiers of Nos. 12 to 16 had for a 
number of years before the date of the conveyance to the 
plaintiff enjoyed a privilege or quasi-easement in the shape of 
access by vehicles to the rear of their premises through the 
double gates over the way leading into the yard. In 1923 
the defendant conveyed to the plaintiff in fee simple No. 16, 
“ together with the right for the owners and occupiers for the 
time being of the property hereby conveyed to use jointly with 
all other persons for the time being entitled to use the same 
the road or way at the back of the dwellings Nos. 12 to 15 
Gower-street aforesaid and the way or passage leading into 
Gower-street and coloured green on the plan endorsed on these 
presents, such owners or occupiers paying a proportionate part 
of the expense of keeping the said way or passage in repair 
To hold the same subject to and with the benefit of all such 
easements and privileges in the nature of easements as are now 
subsisting in respect of the property hereby conveyed and the 
said adjoining property of the vendor.” The way coloured 
green on the plan indicated only a four feet wide way leading 
from the footway entrance in Gower-street through the yard for 
69 feet, then turning at right angles and running at the back 
of Nos. 12 to 15 and terminating at the side of No. 16, to which 
there was access both by gates wide enough to admit a vehicle 
and by a small gate. In 1924 the defendant Richards sold to 
the defendants, A. E. Jenkins and Cattel Limited, Nos. 12 
to 15, the yard at the back, and the way leading to the yard 
from Gower-street. 

Russet, J., after stating the facts, said the deed described 
the parcels and referred to a plan. On turning to the plan 
which forms part of the conveyance the only way shown is one 
four feet wide, starting from the footway entrance in Gower- 
street and running parallel to the boundary of No. 12, then 
turning at right angles at the back of Nos. 12 to 15, and 
terminating at the side of No. 16. At first sight one would 
say that nothing beyond that way was granted to the plaintiff. 
She, however, contends that on the true construction of the 
parcels there is granted to her not only the way four feet wide 
shown on the plan, but also a roadway for vehicles from No. 16 
to Gower-street. The plaintifi’s contention is wrong. The 
plan must be read with the parcels. The plaintifi’s con- 
struction involves separate grants of a cartway and a footway, 
the cartway having no site indicated and no termini. In my 
judgment the grant is a grant of a way in two sections. The 
first section is “the road or way at the back”; the second 
section, ‘‘ the way or passage”’; and both are described as 
leading into Gower-street and coloured green on the map. 
The plaintiff also contends that if she got no cartway under the 
parcels she did under the halendum. The answer is that if 
the thing granted is not named in the premises it will not pass 
though named in the habendum: “ Shepherd’s Touchstone,” 
75; “ Norton on Deeds,” 1906 ed., p. 284. Here, unless the 
plaintiff can show that the right claimed is granted to her, a 
general reference in the habendum is not enough; but, as the 
authorities show, if the subject matter is appurtenant to the 
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thing granted and is referred to in the habendum, it passes by 
virtue of the grant of that to which it is appurtenant. The 
last contention of the plaintiff is that under s. 6 (2) of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, the conveyance of land having a 
house on it operates by virtue of the Act to convey with the land 
the privilege and easements enjoyed with the land at the time 
of the conveyance unless a contrary intention within s. 6 (4) 
is expressed in the conveyance, and that here, there being no 
such contrary intention, the cartway passes. In my judg- 
ment, there is a contrary intention expressed: This is a 
strong case for the application of the maxim “ expressio 
unius est exclusio alterius.”” It is strange that if the parties 
intended that s. 6 should confer the right to use this cartway 
there should have been an express grant to the plaintiff of a 
right of footway over only four feet of thecartway. The plaintiff 
says that the habendum shows that the parties intended quasi 
easements should be enjoyed, but I think that it shows the 
intention was that the quasi easements should be enjoyed by 
virtue of the conveyance and not by virtue of s.6. The action 
is dismissed with costs. 

CounseL: G. B. Hurst, K.C., and Bischoff; Roope Reeve, 
K.C., and Hodge ; Bennett, K.C., and W. F. Waite. 

Soxticrtors: Maude & Tunnicliffe, for E. J. Hall, Bilston ; 
Ward, Bowie & Co., for Howard, Cant & Cheaile, Birmingham ; 
Rawle, Johnstone & Co., for Fowler, Langley & Wright, 
Wolverhampton. 
[Reported by L. MorGan May, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 








Barristers and Solicitors. 


We understand that a conference will shortly take 
place between the General Council of the Bar and 
the Law Society to consider a proposal that the con- 
ditions of transfer from the solicitor to the barrister 
branch of the profession and vice versa should be altered. 
At present the conditions under which a solicitor can become 
a barrister are that he must have been in practice for five 
years and that he has passed the final Bar Examination con- 
ducted by the Council of Legal Education. A similar period 
of practice as a barrister and passing the final examination 
of the Law Society enables a member of that branch of the 
profession to become a solicitor. A proposal was put forward 
recently that the condition as to five years’ practice should be 
abolished or modified so that interchange between the two 
branches might become easier. 

A report on the proposal has been made by a committee of 
the Law Society, and the General Council of the Bar have 
also appointed a committee, which includes the Attorney- 
General (Sir Douglas Hogg), with a view to a conference taking 
place. 

Bar Councit Evection. 

The annual election of members to fill the vacancies on the 
Bar Council will be held in the week ending 13th February. 
Twenty-four candidates have to be elected, of whom at least 
eleven must be of the Outer Bar, and four at least must be 
of less than ten years’ standing at the Bar. Candidates for 
election must be proposed in writing. Each proposal form 
(obtainable from the Secretary), signed by at least ten 
barristers, must be sent to the Secretary at the offices of the 
Council, 5, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s Inn, on or before 25th 
January. Every barrister is entitled to vote at the election, 
and, if his professional address within the United Kingdom 
is given in the Law List, he will receive a voting paper in due 
course. 

The annual general meeting of the Bar will be held in the 
Inner Temple Hall on 18th January, at 4.15 p.m. The 
Attorney-General will preside. 

Notices of resolutions to be proposed at the meeting must 
be sent to the Secretary not less than seven clear days 


beforehand. 





, question his ruling. 





Obituary. 
Sir R. M. BEACHCROFT. 

It is with great regret that we have to record the death 
of Sir Richard Melvill Bea heroft, Solicitor, for many years 
senior partner in the firm of Beachcroft, Hay & Ledward, 
now of 29, Bedford Square, W.C., but formerly of 9 Theobalds 
Road. Born on the 22nd January, 1846, Sir Melvill was the 
eldest son of Mr. Richard Beachcroft, Solicitor, Harrow, 
and Henrietta, daughter of Sir James Cosmo Melvill, K.C.B., 
was educated at Harrow, and articled to his father at the age 
of seventeen, admitted a Solicitor in 1868, and shortly after- 
wards became a partner in the firm (of which he remained a 
member until his death) then carrying on business under the 
style of Maberly, Beachcroft & Thompson, at 17 & 18 King’s 

toad. In 1873 he was appointed Solicitor to Christ’s Hospital, 
on the retirement of his partner Mr. Joseph James Maberly. 

The practice was originally started by Mr. Joseph Eyre, 
and its connexion with Christ’s Hospital dates from 1760, 
when he was appointed Clerk, and subsequently Solicitor, 
to that body; and various members of the firm have acted as 
Solicitor to that Hospital continuously since that time. In 
the time of Mr. Eyre, the offices were at ‘“‘ Town Ditch,” Christ’s 
Hospital, actually forming part of the Hospital buildings. 
In 1850 the firm was known as Maberly & Beachcroft; from 
1865 to 1868 as Maberly, Beachcroft & Thompson; from 
1869 to 1879, Mr. Maberly having retired, it became Beach- 
croft & Thompson, and in 1891, Beachcroft, Thompson, 
Hay & Ledward. Few of the present generation know what 
a debt of gratitude Christ’s Hospital owes to Sir Melvill 
for seeing it through a very critical period of its existence with 
remarkable success. 

He was undoubtedly one of the greatest figures in the 
government of modern London, and in him the Metropolis 
has lost one of its most devoted and capable public servants. 
He represented North Paddington on the first London County 
Council, attended its inaugural meeting on the 21st March, 
1889, was elected an Alderman in 1892, Deputy-chairman 
in 1896 and Vice-chairman in the following year. He again 
became an elected member in 1898, being returned for Central 
Finsbury, for North Paddington in 1901, for South Paddington 
in 1907, and two years later was appointed Chairman of 
that great and important Local Authority. 

Sir Melvill was chosen as the first Chairman of the Metro- 
politan Water Board in 1903, and was re-elected its Chairman 
in 1907. He rendered conspicuous service during the 
many years he was a member of that body and only 
resigned from it and from the Thames Conservancy less than 
a year ago on account of age and ill-health. 

Perhaps his greatest work was in his capacity of Chairman 
of the Arbitration Committee, which so successfully negotiated 
the transfer from the eight water companies of their several 
undertakings, to the Central Authority set up by the Metro- 
polis Water Act, 1902, which forms the largest undertaking 
of its kind in existence, representing as it does a capital 
of over forty million sterling and serving a population of 
six and a half million people spread over an area of 562 square 
miles. His indefatigable and successful work in connexion 
with this vast enterprise was recognized by the honour of 
Knighthood, which was conferred upon him in 1904, which 
distinction he so thoroughly deserved. 

He filled all his important offices with dignity, firmness 
and efficiency, was a complete master of standing orders and 
rules of procedure, possessed a never-failing urbanity, coupled 
with an inflexible will, and made almost an ideal chairman. 
“The hon. member will obey the Chairman’s ruling,” delivered 
more in the tone of a military commander than that of a 
chairman of a meeting, was completely successful in silencing 
any young and ambitious member courageous enough to 
Possessing a magnificent memory, he 
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never seemed to lose sight of the most minute detail, and 
although in his public, as in his professional life, he worked 


hard and continuously, his wiry frame never appeared to be 
capable of phy i al exhau tion The re were fe Ww more 
effective debaters even in the days when the London County 


Council debates not infre quently equalled those of the 
Imperial Parliament. His style was peculiarly his own, and 
he never attempted to vary it. He was exceptionally quick 
at spotting the weakness of an opposing argument, attacked 
it mercilessly, and knew—no man better—how to vanquish 
an opponent with a few sentences of well-directed banter. 
A keen sense of humour was one of his prominent characteristics 
and proved of immense value in his public life. 

Although of late he was debarred from active parti ipation 
in public affairs, he retained the full use of his faculties to the 
last, and never lost touch with any subject relating to the 
progress of London. 

He took a great pride in his garden, and might have been 
seen occasionally on the Maidenhead Golf Links. He was a 
member of the Shaftesbury Society, of which he was chairman 
for some years, and he was also chairman of the Mary Ward 
Settlement, being a regular attendant at the meetings of 
both. He was a member of the Court of Assistants otf 
The Clothworkers’ Company, with which his family had been 


intimately connet ted for seven generations. 

On his last visit to London he attended a meeting of The 
Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society Limited, of which he had 
been a director for twelve years, having always taken an 
active interest in the business of that society, as well as in the 
welfare of its large staff, his undoubted ability and capacity 
for work being fully recognized by his co-directors. It 
is feared he must have contracted a chill and rapid pneumonia 
following, the distinguished patient, who towards the 
end bec ame UNCONSCLOUS, passed peact fully away at 
his residence, Cookham Dean, Maidenhead, on Tuesday 
last. 

He marrel. 1 577. Charlotte iuchter of the late 
Mr. R. M. Bonnor Maurice, of Bodvnfoel Hall Montgomery 
shire, and Lady Beacheroft survives him, but there are no 


children H, 





Correspondence. 


Stamp Duty on Receipts for money paid out 
of County Court. 

Sir Would it not be possible to amend s. 36 of the Finance 
Act, 1924, by providing that any receipt given for money 
paid out of Court should be exempt from stamp. 

If a poor plaintiff get an order for £20 payable by monthly 


instalments of £2, and he gets his payment, he has to pay 
3s. 4d. in stamps out of his money. My recollection is that 
the Paymaster of the Supreme Court does not require a 
stamped receipt for any sum, but whether it be right or 


wrong, the County Court requirement seems oppressive. 
Will not some solicitor Member of Parliament take this up. 
Kk. T. HARGRAVES. 


13th January, 1926 


Settled Land—Power to Appoint to Uses. 

Sir,—Referring to the answer given on p. 238 of your issue 
of the 26th ult. to my question 62, I never intended to suggest 
that the purchaser would accept a conveyance from anyone 
but the tenant for life nor has any other title been suggested. 
Is the release sufficient for the trustees, even if it only takes 
effect in equity ? 1 presume so, but the answer does not make 


this quite clear. Supposing no joint appointment is made, | 
then on the death of A the present tenant for life, B, becomes 


necessary for the Settled Land Act trustees to complete B’s 
title by a vesting assent? If so, they must presumably 
obtain a separate grant of probate, and it seems to me that 
the whole business is much more complicated than under the 
old system, whereby B would have automatically succeeded 
to the property without any deeds at all. 
E. 8. P. Haynes. 
ith January. 

I he release to the trustees in respect of the proceeds of 
sale by the persons absolutely entitled, will bind such persons 
as before 1926. On the desth of the tenant for life s. 22 of 
the Administration of Estates Act, 1925, will apply to land 
unsold, and the special probate must be obtained and the 
vesting assent given as suggested above. The criticism of 
the Acts may perhaps be better answered by those responsible 
for them, but presumably the end is ultimately to clear titles 
from settlements under s. 110 (2) of the Settled Land Act, 
1925, and the probate and vesting deed which are substituted 
will tend to simplification of title.—‘‘ F.”’] 





Societies. 


To Secretaries—Reports of meetings, lectures, etc., to ensure 
insertion in the current number, should reach the office not later 
than 10 a.m. Wednesday. 


United Law Society. 


\ meeting of the Society took place in the Middle Temple 
Common Room on Monday, Lith January, Mr. F. H. Butcher 
in the chair. Mr. C. T. R. Llewellyn opened “ That the 
prosecution of the Communists in R. v. Inkpin and others was 
actuated by purely political motives.”” Mr. F. W. Yates 
opposed. There also spoke Messrs. S. Redfern, C. P. Black- 
well, H. W. Pritchard, and G. Galbraith. The opener 
having replied, the motion was put before the House and 
lost by one vote. 


Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 


LAW OF PROPERTY ACTS. 

Syllabus of Ten Lectures to be delivered by A. F. Topham, 
Ksq., K.C., at Essex Hall, Essex-street, Strand. The Lectures 
will be delivered on consecutive Mondays, at 7 p.m., during 
January, February and March, 1926, commencing on the 
8th January, 1926. Members of the Association may obtain 
a ticket of admission on application to the Secretary. 
Admission is open to non-members upon payment of a fee of 
£1 1s. for the course. 

CONVEYANCING UNDER THE NEW ACTs. 

Monday, 18th January.—(1) Copyholds : Effect on 
enfranchisement—-Position of the lord; Position of the 
tenant; In whom copyholds vest; Extinguishment of 
Manorial incidents and compensaticn. 

Monday, 25th January.—(2) Leaseholds: Relief against 
breach of covenants ; Enlargement of long terms; Satisfied 
terms; Leases under Mortgage powers; Renewable lease- 
holds ; Interesse termini; Reversionary leases. 

Monday, Ist February.—(3) Practical points relating to 
mortgages : Advantages of charge by way of legal Mortgage ; 
Form of Mortgages; Form of receipts; Debentures ; 
Debenture Trust Deeds. 

Monday, Sth February.—(4) Death Duties: Covenants ; 
Varying restrictive covenants; ‘Tenancy by entireties ; 
Severence of joint tenancies; party structures. 

Monday, 15th February.—(5) Other alterations of law 
under the Law of Property Act, 1925: Trustees for sale, 
new powers ; Powers of Attorney ; Perpetuities ; Accumula- 
tions ; Protected interests. 

Monday, 22nd February.—(6) Practical points under the 
Settled Land Act, 1925: Form of Vesting Deed; Settlement 
by Will; Death of tenant for life. 

Monday, Ist March.—-(7) Powers and duties of personal 
representatives : New formofassent ; Protection of Purchaser; 
Increased powers ; New rules of administration. 

Monday, 8th March.—-(8) Changes effected by the Trustee 
Act, 1925: Extended powers of Trustees ; Appointment of 
new Trustees ; Authorised i vestments. 

Monday, 15th March.—(9) Land Registration Act, 1925: 
New rules and forms; Death duties as regards registered 





absolutely entitled. In these circumstances, will it be 


land; Statute of limitations. 
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Mondiy, 22nd March.—(10) Some practical points and 
difficulties and suggested solutions: Searches under the 
Land Charges Act ; Local land charges. 

QUESTIONS. 

Questions on the new legislation are invited from those 
attend‘ng the lectures. They must be in writing and should 
be sent to the Secretary of the Association as early as possible. 
Mr. Topham will either give a direct reply to all such relevant 
questions as are submitted or will deal with the subject 
matter during the appropriate lecture. 





Rules and Orders. 


Tue LAND REGISTRATION FEE ORDER, 1925, DATED NOVEMBER 
3, 1925, MADE IN PURSUANCE OF SECTION 1415 OF THE 
LAND REGISTRATION AcT, 1925 (15 & 16 Gro. 5. c. 21). 


FEE ORDER RULEs. 
(Continued from p. 29).) 


12. The fee payable on the registration of a purchase of a 
small holding on first transfer from the County Council shall 
be 4d. in the £, and no registration fee shall be payable in 
respect of any charge made by such purchaser in favour of 
the County Council as part of the purchase arrangement if 
left for registration within three months of the registration 
of such purchaser. 

13. The fee for an entry (except the entry of a notice of 
deposit or intended deposit) in, or withdrawal from, the« 
Register affecting several titles shall, where the same person 
is registered as proprietor of all the titles, be the same as for 
an application respecting one title only. In other cases an 
extra fee of 2s. 6d. shall be charged for every title affected 
after the first. 

14. The fee for first registration of leasehold land shall 
include the entry of a notice of the lease against the lessor’s 
title, if registered. 

15. (1) On the first registration of the title to a rent the 
value shall, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, be 
taken at twenty times the amount of one year’s rent. 

(2) On the registration of a transfer of freehold land on 
the occasion of a grant wholly or partly in consideration of a 
rent, there zhall be paid, in addition to the fee payable under 
paragraph D in respect of the transfer of the land, such fee 
as may be payable under paragraph A in respect of the registra- 
tion of the first proprietorship of the rent. 

16. Where a charge by the transferee under a transfer 
for value is delivered for registration together with the transfer, 
the fee for the charge, if payable under paragraph B, shall be 
reduced to one-half. 

17. If it shall appear to the Registrar, on an application 
under Rule 131 of the Rules, that such application has not 
been rendered necessary by the voluntary act of the applicant 
or of any of his predecessors in title, the Registrar may make 
such abatement in the fee as he may think reasonable. 

18. No fee shall be payable for any entry of, or in respect 
of a caution, inhibition, restriction, condition, note, or notice 
of any kind by the Act or Rules made necessary on (a) the 
first registration of land, or (6) any registration for which an 
ad valorem fee is payable. 

19. Where an instrument or application affecting two or 
more titles or charges is registered as to some or one only of 
the titles or charges affected thereby, the fee payable shall be 
the same as that which would have been payable if it had 
been registered as to all the titles or charges affected by it. 
If the instrument or application is afterwards registered as 
to any other titles or charges a further fee of 2s. 6d. shall be 
paid for every title or charge so affected. 

20. Where a charge or incumbrance is also secured on 
unregistered land or other property as well as registered land, 
the amount of the charge shall for the purpose of this order 
be reduced to the sum which bears the same proportion to the 
whole sum secured that the value of the registered land bears 
to the value of the whole security. 

21. The fee on a charge by way of additional or substituted 
security shall not exceed that upon a charge for a sum equal 
to the value of the land after deducting the amount secured 
on it by registered charges at the date of the registration of 
the additional or substituted charge. 

22. The fee for the registration of a charge to secure future 
advances—that is to say money to be lent, advanced, or paid, 
or which may become due upon an account current either with 
or without money previously due—shall be regulated a 
follows ;— 





(a) Where the total amount received or to be ultimately 
recoverable is in any way limited, the fee shall be the same 
as that for the registration of a charge to secure the amount 
so limited. 

(b) Where the total amount is unlimited, the fee shall be 
the same as that for the registration of a charge to secure 
the amount which the Inland Revenue ad valorem duty 
impressed thereon extends to cover; and if further Inland 
Revenue duty is subsequently impressed, the fee for noting 
that fact in the Register shall be the difference between the 
fee for a charge to secure the amount covered by the duty 
previously noted in the Register, and the fee for the regis- 
tration of a charge to secure the total amount covered by 
the whole duty. 

23. Where land subject to a registered charge or neum- 
brance is transferred discharged from the charge or ineum- 
brance (other than a notice of deposit or other notice permitted 
by the Act), and a new charge in favour of the proprietor of 
the old charge or incumbrance is delivered on the same day 
as the transfer, the fee payable on the registration of the 
transfer shall be calculated on the consideration expressed to 
be paid in the transfer after deducting the amount of the 
new charge or charges. 

24. Where, on the registration of the discharge of a charge, 
a new charge affecting the same land is delivered in favour of 
the proprietor of the former charge, the fee payable on the 
new charge, in so far as the amount secured does not exceed 
the former charge, shall be calculated at the rate stated in 
paragraph C, 

25. Where two or more Fee Order Rules allowing abate- 
ment of fees are applicable to the same case, their effect shall 
not be cumulative, but the applicant may elect which one of 
them shall be applied. 

26. The word “ charge ’’ includes ** sub-charge.”’ 

27. The Land Transfer Fee Order, 1908,(a) and the Land 
Transfer and Small Holdings Fee Rule dated 15th August, 
1892, are hereby revoked. 

28. Inthis Order “ the Rules ’’ mean the Land Registration 
Rules, 1925,(b) and words or expressions defined in the Rules 
have the same meaning in this Order. 

29. This Order may be cited as The Land Registration Fee 
Order, 1925, and shall come into operation on the first day of 
January, 1926. 

Dated the 3rd day of November, 1925. 

Cave, C. 


(a) S.R. & O., 1908, No. 945. (b) S.R. & O., 1925, No. 1093. 





SUPREME COURT, ENGLAND. PROCEDURE. 


THE RULES OF THE SUPREME CouRT (No. 5), 1925, DATED 
DECEMBER 4, 1925. 
We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby 
make the following Rul 

1. Paragraph 5 of Rule 15 of Order X XII shall be annulled 

and the following paragraph shall be substituted therefor : 

‘* (5) Where pursuant to paragraph (3) of this Rule money 
is ordered or adjudged to be paid into the High Court and 
transferred to a County Court or where money paid into the 
High Court is ordered or adjudged to be transferred to a 
County Court, the following provisions shall apply : 

(a) Where the action or matter is proceeding in London 
or in the District Registry in Liverpool or Manchestef 

The officer of the High Court who seals the order or 
judgment shall send two sei led copies thereof to the 
Accountant-General. 

If the whole of the monev ordered or adjudged to be 
transferred to the County Court is already in the High 
Court, the Accountant-General shall on receipt of the 
sealed copies, and in other cases he shall when the 
whole of the money has been paid into the High Court, 
certify on one of the copies that all the money is in 
Court, and shall return the copy so certified to the 
officer who sealed it, who shall send it forthwith to 
the Registrar of the County Court, together with a 
notification giving the name and address of the next 
friend and of the plaintiff's solicitor (if any). 

(b) Where the action or matter is proceeding in a 
istrict Registry other than Liverpool o1 Manchester- 

The officer of the High Court who seals the order or 
judgment (if not the District Registrar) shall send two 
sealed copies thereof to the District Registrar. 

When the whole of the money has been paid into 
the District Registry, the District Registrar shall send 

order o1 jrclgeme nt to the County 


a sealed copy of the 
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Court Registrar with a notification stating that the 
money has been paid into the District Registry and 
giving the name and address of the next friend and of 
the plaintiff's solicitor (if any). 

In cases within paragraph (a) the Accountant-General, and 
in cases within paragraph (b) the District Registrar, on 
receiving from the County Court Registrar an applica’ ion 
in accordance with the form prescribed by County Court 
Rules requesting the money to be transmitted to the County 
Court, shall transmit the money or so much thereof as is 
ordered or adjudged to be transferred to the County Court 
accordingly.” 

2. In paragraph 8 of Rule 15 of Order X XII the expression 
* Accountant-General ”’ shall be substituted for the expression 
** Paymaster-General.”’ 

3. The Rules of the Supreme Court, Guardianship of 
Infants, dated the 17th day of December, 1887, shall be 
annulled, and the following Rules, which shall stand as Order 
LVA, shall be substituted therefor : 


“ORDER LVA. 

GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS Acts, 1886 AND 1925. 

l. Inthis Order ‘ the Act of 1886’ means the Guardian- 
ship of Infants Act, 1886, and ‘ the Act of 1925’ means the 
Guardianship of Infants Act, 1925. 

2. Summons.}—Any application under either the Act 
of 1886 or the Act of 1925 may be disposed of in Chambers 
by a Judge of the Chancery Division and may be made as 
follows : 

(a) where there is pending any action or other pro- 
ceeding by reason whereof the infant is a ward of Court, 
then by @ summons in such action or proceeding, and in 
the matter of the infant ; 

(b) where there is not p nding any such action or other 
proceeding as aforesaid, then by an originating summons 
in the matter of the infant. 

3. By persons interested and service.}—A summons under 
Rule 2 of this Order may be taken out by the infant (by a 
next friend) or by any other person interested in the relief 
sought and shall be served on the infant (if not the applicant ) 
and on any other person appearing to be interested ic or 
affected by the relief sought provided that the Judge may 
dispense with service on any person (including the infant) 
or may direct that service shall be effected on any person 
not originally served. 

4. Removals and appeals.}—All matters relating to 
removals or appeals from county courts or courts of summary 
jurisdiction in respect of which jurisdiction is given to the 
High Court by either the Act of 1886 or the Act of 1925 
shall be transacted and disposed of in Court or in Chambers 
by or under the direction of any Judge of the Chancery 
Division (in this Order called the Judge) named for that 
purpose by the Lord Chancellor. 

5. Removal from County Court.}|—Upon any application 
under section ten of the Act of 1886 for an order of removal 
from a county court to the High Court it shall not (unless 
otherwise ordered) be necessary to serve the originating 
summons upon any person. When the Judge upon hearing 
the summons shall (on such terms as to costs as he may think 
proper) have ordered the application to be removed to the 
High Court, the application shall be proceeded with before 
such Judge ; and the applicant shall serve a copy of the 
order upon the registrar of the county court, who shall 
forthwith transmit all documents (if any) in the matter 
filed or lodged in the county court to such officer as the 
Judge may direct. 

6. Subject to the Rules of this Order, Rules 10, 11, 12, 
13, 16 and 17 of Order LIX shall apply to appeals to the 
Chancery Division of the High Court from county courts 
and courts of summary jurisdiction under either the Act of 
1886 or the Act of 1925. The appeal shall not operate as a 
stay of proceedings under the decision appealed from unless 
the county court or the court of summary jurisdiction shall 
so order. 

7. The Judge may after an appeal has been entered 
make such orders, either ex parte or otherwise, with regard 
to the custody or maintenance of the infant pending the 
appeal and otherwise as he may think proper. 

4. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court. (No. 5), 1925, and shall come into operation forthwith ; 
and the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, as amended (inter 
alia) by the Rules of the Supreme Court (No. 3), 1925,(a) shall 
have effect as further amended by these Rules. 

Dated the 4th day of December, 1925. 

Cave, C. &e. 


(a) S.R. & O. 1925, No. 776 





LUNACY, ENGLAND. 
Tue Trustee Act (JURISDICTION IN LUNACY) RULEs, 
1925, DATED DECEMBER 10, 1925. 

1, George Viscount Cave, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, by virtue and in pursuance of section 54 of the Trustee 
Act, 1925,(a) and all other powers enabling me in this behalf, 
do hereby make the following Rules : 

1. Inthe cases mentioned in section 54 of the Trustee Act, 
1925, the Judge in Lunacy shall, in relation to lunatic or 
defective trustees in respect of whose property a Committee 
or Receiver is being applied for or has been appointed and 
remains undischarged in Lunacy, have concurrent jurisdiction 
with the High Court to make any orders which the High Court 
has power to make under Part IV of the Trustee Act, 1925, but 
no order shall be made in Lunacy by virtue of such jurisdiction 
in relation to a trust which is subject to an order for administra- 
tion made in the Chancery Division of the High Court of 
Justice. 

2. Subject to Rules in Lunacy the Master and Assistant 
Master in Lunacy shall be capable of exercising the juris- 
diction hereby given to the Judge in Lunacy. 

3. In any case where the High Court has power to make 
an order under Part IV of the Trustee Act, 1925, the fact that 
such an order has been made in Lunacy shall be conclusive 
evidence of the jurisdiction to make it in any court upon any 
question of the validity of the order but this rule shall not 
prevent the Court from directing a reconveyance or surrender 
or the payment of costs occasioned by any such order if 
improperly obtained. 

t. These Rules may be cited as the Trustee Act (Juris- 
diction in Lunacy) Rules, 1925, and shall come into operation 
on the Ist day of January, 1926. 

Dated the L4th day of December, 1925. 

Cave, C. 


(a) 15-16 G. 5, ec. 19. 





COUNTY COURT, ENGLAND, PROCEDURE. 

THE County Court (No. 2) Rugs, 1925. DATED DECEMBER 4, 
1925. 

1. These Rules may be cited as the County Court (No. 2) 
Rules, 1925, and shall be read and construed with the County 
Court Rules, 1903.(a) as amended. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules 
means the Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court 
Rules, 1903, as amended. 

A Form referred to by number in these Rules means the 
Form so numbered in Part I of the Appendix to the County 
Cvcurt Rules, 1903, as amended. 

The County Court Rules, 1903, as amended, shall have 
effect as further amended by these Rules. 

2.—-(1) In Rule 1 of Order XXXV, the expression 
* section 205 of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Consolida- 
tion) Act, 1925,’’(6) shall be substituted for the expression 
‘section 21 of the Administration of Justice Act, 1925,(c) or 
any re-enactment of that section,’ and the words ‘‘ Accountant- 
General of the Supreme Court ”’ shall be substituted for the 
word ‘‘ Paymaster-General.”’ 

(2) In Forms 458 and 459 in Part I of the Appendix, the 
expression ‘* In the Matter of section 205 of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature (Consolidation) Act, 1925,’’ shall be substituted 
for the expression ‘‘ In the matter of the Administration of 
Justice Act, 1925’; and in the said Form No. 458 the word 
** Accountant-General ”’ shall be substituted for the word 
Paymaster-General.”’ 

3. The following Rule shall be inserted in Order XXXV 
after Rule 7, and shall stand as Rule 8 :-— 

‘*8. No part of any money invested in the name of a 
registrar under Rule 1 or Rule 2 of this Order shall be paid 
out except upon authority addressed to the Postmaster- 
General by the Lord Chancellor.”’ 

t. In Rule 1 of Order XX XVIII and also in Rule 12 of 
Order LIII the expression ‘* Settled Land Act, 1925,”’ shall be 
substituted for the expression ‘‘ Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 
1890.” 

5. In Rule 1 of Order XX XVIII, the following expression 
shall be annulled: ‘‘ The Trustee Act, 1893 (other than 
proceedings under section forty-two of the last-mentioned 
Act)’’; and the following expression shall be substituted 
therefor :— 

“the Trustee Act, 1925 (other than proceedings under 

section sixty-three of the last-mentioned Act).” 

6. In Rule 9 of Order X XXVIII, the expression ‘ section 
sixty-three of the Trustee Act, 1925 ”’ shall be substituted for 
‘ section forty-two of the Trustee Act, 1893.” 








(a) S.R. & O. 1903, No. 629. (b) 15-6 G. 5, e¢. 49. 
(c) 15-6 G. 5, ec. 28. 
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7. The following Rule shall be inserted in Order XX XVIII 
after Rule 31 of that Order, and shall stand as Rule 32 :— 

**32. An application under sub-section (2) of section 203 

of the Law of Property Act, 1925, may be made on payment 

of the prescribed fee (if any) in accordance with the Rules 
for the time being in force as to interlocutory applications.” 

8. The following amendments shall be made in Order 
XLVII :— 

(a) Rules 1, 2, 3 and 4 shall be annulled, and the following 
Rules shall be substituted therefor :— 

** 1.—(1) In this Order, ‘the Act of 1886’ means the 
Guardianship of Infants Act, 1886, and ‘ the Act of 1925’ 
means the Guardianship of Infants Act, 1925. 

(2) An application under any section of either of the 
said Acts other than section nine of the Act of 1925 shall 
be made by a petition. 

2. A petition under section four of the Act of 1925 
may be filed by any next friend of the infant, and shall 
be served upon the surviving parent of the infant. 

3. A petition under section five of the Act of 1925 
may be filed by the guardian of the infant, and shall be 
served upon the surviving parent of the infant. 

4. <A petition under section six of the Act of 1925 may 
be filed by any guardian of the infant, and shall be served 
upon the other guardian or guardians.”’ 

(6) In Rules 5, 6 and 7 the expression ‘‘ the Act of 1886 ”’ 
shall be substituted for the words ‘“‘ the said Act ”’; and the 
expression “‘of 1886 Act ”’ shall be inserted after the 
expression ‘‘ s. 5’ in the margin. 

(c) In Rule 10 the words “ either of the said Acts ”’ shall 
be substituted for the words “‘ the said Act.’ 

(d) The following Rule shall be inserted after Rule 10, 
and shall stand as Rule 11 :— 

**11. Consent to marriage of minor.}—(1) An applica- 
tion under section nine of the Act of 1925 may be made 
by any next friend of an infant on payment of the pre- 
scribed fee (if any) and in accordance with the rules for 
the time being in force as to interlocutory applications : 

Provided that if the application is made in consequence 
of a refusal of consent by any person whose consent. is 
required to the marriage, then seven clear days’ notice 
in writing of the application shall be served on every 
person who has refused such consent. 

(2) The application shall be intituled in the matter of 
section nine of the Guardianship of Infants Act, 1925, 
and in the matter of a marriage intended between A.B. 
of and C.D. of 

(3) An official sealed copy of an order*made by the 
Court shall be supplied to any party to the application on 
payment of the prescribed fee (if any).”’ 

9.—(1) Paragraphs (1) and (2) of Rule 59 of Order L shall 
be annulled and the following paragraphs shall be substituted 
therefor :— 

** (1) Applications to the County Court under sub-section 
(4) of section 7 or section 30, 53, or 102, of the Housing 
Act, 1925 (15 Geo. 5, c. 14), shall be made in accordance with 
the provisions of this Rule. 

** (2) An application shall be made by action commenced 
by plaint and summons in the ordinary way, and the action 
shall be entitled ‘The Housing Act, 1925, Section 7’ [or 
* Section 30’ or ‘ 53’ or ‘ 102 ’ as the case may be].”’ 

(2) In paragraph (4) of the said Rule, the words “‘ section 
seven ’’ shall be substituted for the words “ section twenty- 
six ’’; and the words “ section six ”’ shall be substituted for 
the expression “‘ sub-section (1) of that section ”’ 

(3) In paragraph (5) of the said Rule, the words “ section one 
hundred and two ”’ shall be substituted for the words ‘‘ section 
twenty-seven.”’ 

(4) In paragraph (6) of the said Rule, the words “ or section 
fifty-three ”’ shall be inserted after the words “ section thirty.”’ 

(5) In paragraph (12) of the said Rule, the expression ‘‘ sub- 
section (4) (b) of section seven ”’ shall be substituted for the 
expression ‘‘ sub-section 6 (b) of section twenty-six ”’ 

(6) The following amendments shall be made in Form 
No. 454 :-— 

(a) For the existing heading, the following heading shall 
be substituted :— 

** Particulars on Application under the Housing Act, 

1925 (15 Geo. 5, c. 14), Section 7, sub-section (4). 

The Housing Act, 1925, Section 7 (4) 
In the County Court of 
Between 


sé 


sé 


holden at 


Plaintiffs, 
and 
Defendants.’ 

(6) In paragraph 1 of the Particulars of Claim, the expres- 
sion ‘‘ section 7 of the Housing Act, 1925,” shall be sub- 
stituted for the expression “ se tion 26 of the Housing, 
Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919.’ (a) 





@) 9-10 G. 5. c. 35, 





(c) In paragraph 4 of the Particulars of Claim, the words 
** sections six and seven of the said Act ”’ shall be substituted 
for the words ‘“‘ the said section ”’. 

(d) In paragraph 6 of the Particulars of Claim, the word 
** seven ’’ shall be inserted after the words ‘‘ pursuant to 
the said section ”’ 

(7) The following amendments shall be made in Form 
No. 455 :— 

(a) For the existing heading, the following heading shall 
be substituted : 

** Particulars on Application under the Housing Act, 

1925 (15 Geo. 5, ce. 14), Section 102. 

The Housing Act, 1925, Section 102. 
In the County Court of holden at 
Bet ween 
Plaintiffs, 
and 
Defendants.”’ 

(6) In paragraph 1 of the Particulars of Claim, the 
expression ‘“‘section 102 of the Housing Act, 1925,”’ shall be 
substituted for “‘ section 27 of the Housing, Town Planning 
&c., Act, 1919.”’ 

(8) The following amendments shall be made in Form 
No. 456 :— 

(a) For the existing heading, the foll 
be substituted :— 

** Particulars on Applicalion under the Housing Act, 

1925 (15 Geo. 5, c. 14), Section 30 or Section 53. 

The Housing Act, 1925, Section 30 [or Section 53, 
the case may be}. 
In the County Court of 
Between 


wing heading shall 


as 
holden at 


Plaintiffs, 
and 
Defendants.”’ 

(6) In paragraph 4 of the Particulars of Claim, the 
expression “ [or section wont of the Housing Act, 1925” shall 
be substituted for the exp! sion ‘‘ of the Housing, Town 
Planning, &c., Act, 1919.’ 

(9) The following amendments shall be made in Form 
No. 457 :— 

(a) For the existing heading, the following heading shall 
be substituted : 

** Form of Charging Order under the Housing Act, 1925 
(15 Geo. 5, c. 14), Section 7, sub-section (4). 
The Housing Act, 1925. 
County of 
Parish of 
No. - 
(b) For the expression ‘‘ Pursuant to sub-section (6) of 
section 26 of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919,” 
there shall be substituted the expression ‘‘ Pursuant to 
sub-section (4) of section 7 of the Housing Act, 1925.” 
We, the undersigned persons appointed by the Lord 
Chancellor pursuant to section one hundred and sixty-four of 
the County Courts Act, 1888,(a) and secticn twenty-four of 
the County Courts Act, 1919,(b) to frame Rules and Orders 
for regulating the practice of the Courts and forms of pro- 
ceedings therein, having by virtue of the powers vested in 
us in this behalf framed the foregoing Rules, do hereby certify 
the same under our hands and submit them to the Lord 
Chancellor accordingly. 
W. M. Cann. 
J. W. McCarthy. 
J. J. Parfitt. 
Arthur L. Lowe. 
ie H. Coley. 

tules Committee of the Supreme Court. 
Claud Schuster, 

Secretary. 

I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the 
Ist day of January, 1926. 

Dated the 4th day of December, 1925. 


Approved by the 


Cave, C. 


(a) 51-2 V., ce. 43. b) 9-10 G. 5, € 


THE LAW OF TREASURE TROVE 
SILVER PENNIES OF Epwarp I. 

The British Museum has acquired, certain silver coins, part 
of treasure trove recently found at Newminster Abbey, 
Morpeth, the property of Sir George Renwick. The “ find,’ 
being the property of the Crown (which is entitled to all 
treasure trove, except in rare cases where the owner of the 
land has been specifically granted the franchise), was granted 
to Sir George Renwick subject to the payment of a percentage 
of the antiquarian value to cover administrative expenses. 
Sir George Renwick has now generously presented 132 of the 
total of 486 coins found to the British Museum. ‘The coins 
are chiefly English pennies of Edward I. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 
NEW IRISH JUDGE. 


It is announced officially that the Governor-General of the 


Irish Free State, acting on the advice of the Executive Council, 


has appointed Mr. JoHn O'Byrne, K.C., hitherto Attorney- 
General, to be a Judge of the High Court of Justice of S vorstat 
Eireann in the place of Mr. Justice O'Shaughnessy, who 
recently resigned. 

Mr. Jonn A. Costetto, K.C., who took silk last year, has 
succeeded the new judge as Attorney-General. 

Mr. Justice O’Byrne was called to the Bar fourteen year 
ago, and took part in the Sinn Fein rebellion of 1916. The new 
Attorney-General was called in 1914. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed Ropert M’CLEARY, 
Esq., to be the Judge of the County Courts on Circuit No. 12 
(Bradford, Huddersfield, etc.), in the place of His Honour 
Judge Mossop, who has resigned. 


Business Announcements. 


Sir Duncan Gray, LL.D., of Weston-super-Mare, has taken 
into partnership Mr. ROLAND SToNE and Mr. THomMAs CHARLES 
DoMMETT, who have been associated with him in his practice 
for some years. The firm will continue to be carried on under 
the name of Grey & Co. 


The partnership hitherto existing between Mr. G. Edmund 
Hodgkinson and Mr. C. H. D. Bonnett, solicitors, has been 
dissolved by mutual consent as from the 31st December last. 
By arrangement all accounts due to or by the firm will be 
received or paid by Mr. Hodgkinson in the name of the firm 
at the above address. 

Mr. Hodgkinson will continue to practise on his own account 
at 124 Chancery-lane, and Mr. Bonnett on his own account at 
1, Devereux-buildings, Devereux-court, Strand, W.C.2, and at 
201, High-street, Hounslow. 


THE LATE Mr. A. PRIOR, J.P. 


Alderman Asher Prior, J.P. (of the firm of Messrs. Asher 
Prior & Son), the senior practising solicitor in Colchester, 
died suddenly in a tramecar on the way to his office on Friday 
in last week. He was elected to the Colchester Town Council 
fifty years ago, and except for one short break had been a 
member ever since. He was an ex-Mayor, was in his seventy- 
seventh year; was admitted in 1872, and was a member of 
The Law Society. 


Wills and Bequests. 


Mr. Edward Foster Brook, of St. Ninians, The Vale, Broad- 
stairs, Kent, for nearly fifty years in practice at Huddersfield 
as a solicitor and Deputy Official Receiver for Huddersfield, 
who died on 29th November, aged seventy, left estate of the 
gross value of £57,666, with net personalty £51,340. He left 
£200 each to the Huddersfield Tradesmen’s Benevolent 
Institution and the Huddersfield Royal Infirmary. 


Mr. William John Shannon, of Upper Ormond Quay, Dublin, 
solicitor, Crown Solicitor for Dublin for many years, who acted 
for The Times in the Parnell case, a director of Messrs. Stephen 
Smith & Co., Limited, Malmesbury-road, Bow, E.. wine and 
spirit merchants left estate of the gross value of £55,977 (net 
personalty £55,685). 

Mr. George Thorne, of Greet , Coalway-road, Wolverhampton, 
solicitor, only son of Mr. G. R. Thorne, M.P., left estate of the 
gross value of £6,700. 

Mr. Thomas Walkon Henwood, of Bryngwyn, St. David’s- 
road, and of Market-street, Carnarvon, solicitor, left estate 
of the gross value of £5,091. 

Mr. Arthur Frederick Moore, of Devonshire-place, Claughton, 
Birkenhead, solicitor, left estate of the gross value of £2,104. 

Mr. Thomas James Scott (eighty-six), solicitor, of Portland, 
Penrith, Cumberland, retired, left estate of the gross value of 
£27,425. 
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VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very easential that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequate 
insured and in case of loses insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SON 
(LIMITE D), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers 
and suctioncers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will 
be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, 


MAGISTRATE AND POLICE SURGEONS’ 
ATTEN DANCES. 

Mr. Wilberforce, sitting at Bow-street Police Court, on 
Friday, in last week, commented on the large proportion of 
cases of drunkenness in which the police surgeon had been 
called in to examine prisoners. The Magistrate said that out 
of ten cases which he had dealt with the attendance of the 
d ctorscemed to have beenr ‘q tired in eight of th ‘m. Although 
it was extremely important that a prisoner should have that 
privileg» when he really and sensibly asked for it, yet when 
he was obviously drunk, and too drunk to express a coherent 
wish, the station officer, he suggested, should exercise a certain 
amount of discretion. The inspector on duty pointed out 
that the doctor was only called in when a prisoner denied 
drunkenness and asked to see him. The Magistrate ordered 
the d xctor’s fee to be paid in all cases. 


THE ULSTER BAR. 
AN INN OF CoURT TO BE FORMED. 

The Bench and Bar in Northern Ireland, at a meeting in 
Belfast on Monday last, decided to form an Ina of Court for 
Ulster. 

In moving the necessary resolutions, Lord Chief Justice 
Moore said that an arrangement had been in operation by 
which students were called by the benchers of the King’s Inns, 
Dublin, but evidently the benchers insisted that students 
to whom thev had granted exemptions, and as to whose 
standard of education the Northern Ireland Bench and Bar 
were not satisfied, should be called to the Bar in Northern 
Ireland. As a consequence, the Northern Committee broke 
off all relations with the benchers from last July, and they 
had, now called the present meeting to form an Inn of Court 
for Northern Ireland. Henceforth audience in the Supreme 
Court of Northern Ireland would not be granted except to those 
counsel who were entitled to that right by statute or who had 
been called to the Bar in Northern Ireland. This meant 
that no new Iri<h barristers could practise in the Northern 
Courts until called to the Northern Bar, but Irish barristers 
who were registered before the Irish Free State was set up 
would be able to continue practising in both North and South, 
as their rights were preserved by statute. 


JUDGE’S COMMENT ON TRIAL BY JURY. 

Charging the Grand Jury at the Newcastle Quarter Sessions 
on Friday in last week, the Recorder (Judge Atherley-Jones) 
criticized the provi ions of the Criminal Justice Act, enlarging 
the jurisdiction of justices of the peace. ‘‘ Iam very jealous 
of seeing the right of trial by jury in the slightest degree 
infringed upon,” said Judge Atherley-Jones, adding: ‘I 
have no hesitation in saying the best tribunal both for the 
trial of crime or civil cases is the jury under the guidance of a 
competent lawyer.”’ 
THE CONTROL OF ALCOHOL AND DRUG ADDICTS. 

Dr. F. S. D. Hogg, medical superintendent of Dalrymple 
House Rotreat, Rickmansworth, gave a lecture at Chandos- 
street, Cavendish-square, on Tuesday evening last, to the 
members of the Society for the Study of Inebriety upon 
‘ Legi-lative Measures for the Control of Alcohol and Drug 
Addicts.”’ Sir William Willcox presided. Dr. Hogg said 
that in Germany the maximum penalty for drunkenness was 
two yeas’ imprisonment or employment on public works. In 
one country the drink traffic was controlled by the issuing of 
drink tickets, which, it was intimated, had reduced the 
consumption of liquor by one-half, but there was nothing 
under such a regulation to prevent one person from giving 
his ticket to another. In many countries inebriates could be 
placed under control whether they objected to it or not. As 
to drug patients, undoubtedly, in some cases, it was advisable 
to let the patient take his own path to his own reformation, 
but in others this liberty of action was not advisable. For 
the benefit of those who refused treatment for the sake of 
themselves and their families, some sort of control was 
advisable. Great Britain lagged behind other countries in 
not giving control over non-criminal addicts. 


BAR EXAMINATION. 
The results of the Hilary examination of students of the 
Inns of Court held in December show that out of 687 who 
entered for the various examinations 485 parsed. There 
were seventeen successful women, one of whom, Catharine 
Allison Morrison, Inner Temple, passed in Class III of the 
final examination. The number of candidates in the final 
examination was 130, of whom 102 passed. 
The Easter examination is to be held on 15th, 16th, 17th, 
18th and 19th March, and notice will be given in due course 
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PRESENT-DAY PUNISHMENT. 

The need for revision of maximum sentences for offences 
against persons was pointed out by the Recorder, Sir Ernest 
Wild, K.C., in charging the Grand Jury at the opening of the 
January Sessions at the Old Bailey on Tuesday last. ‘‘ You 
can sentence a man to five years’ penal servitude for stealing a 
pair of boots,’’ he remarked, ‘‘ but not more than two years 
for an offence of much greater gravity.” 

The Recorder referred to the Criminal Justice Administra- 
tion Act as one of a series of Acts intended to reform, simplify, 
and expedite the administration of criminal justice. The Act 
did not come into operation for six months, he said, but he 
believed it would be of material assistance. There was no 
impairment of the privileges and rights of the Grand Jury, for 
which he was glad, because, in his view, that great institution 
was a bulwark of our liberties. ‘‘ There is nothing in the Act 
on the question of punishment,’’ the Recorder continued. 
“It is not for judges to make observations with regard to 
legislation, but I think it would be a fortunate thing if the 
Legislature could find time to re-consider the code of punish- 
ments that should be inflicted for serious criminal offences. 
It has all been built up in the course of centuries. The old 
idea was that property was everything, and persons did not 
matter very much. A man was supposed to be able to look 
after his own person, his wife and his dependents, but he could 
not look after his property because he had to be out hunting. 
Therefore, if anybody interfered with his property, the penalty 
was great. Gradually we are beginning to realize that offences 
against the person are much more serious than offences against 
property, and to find ourselves with maximum punishments 
that might very well be revised. It is a matter that may be 
considered some time, and meantime we can only administer 
the law as it is laid down for us.”’ 

WINTER ASSIZES. 

The days and places appointed for holding the Winter 

Assizes are set out as follows in the London Gazette: North 


Wales and Chester Circuit (Mr. Justice MACKINNON and 
Mr. Justice FRASER). llth January, Montgomery; 14th 
January, Merioneth; 16th January, Carnarvon; 23rd 


January, Anglesey ; 26th January, Denbigh; 30th January, 
Flint ; 2nd February, Chester. 
INNS OF COURT LECTURES. 

During the Hilary educational term at the Inns of Court, 
the Readers and Assistant Readers of the Council of Legal 
Education will lecture on the subjects for the Bar Examination. 
The lectures began on Wednesday, in the lecture rooms at 
Gray’sInn. Prospectuses may be obtained from the Secretary 
to the Council of Legal Education, 15, Old-square, Lincoln’s 
Inn, W.C.2. 


RETIREMENT OF SENIOR REGISTRAR IN 
BANKRUPTCY. 

On taking his seat at the Bankruptcy Court on Tuesday 
last, Mr. Registrar Mellor paid a tribute to Sir Herbert J. Hope, 
who recently retired from the office of Senior Registrar of the 
Court. His Honour was accompanied on the Bench by 
Registrars Stiebel, Francke, and Ward Coldridge, and the 
Boar | of Trade was represented by Mr. Walter Boyle, the Senior 
Official Receiver, Mr. Daniel Williams and Mr. E. Parke, 
Official Receivers, together with the Assistant Official 
Receivers and many members of the staff. 

Mr. Registrar Mellor expressed a deep sense of the loss 
suffered by the court in the retirement of Sir Herbert, his 
appreciation of the high qualities displayed in the performance 
of his duties during the past thirty-five years, and also of the 
great courtesy and kindness uniformly extended to everyone 
by the retiring Registrar. ; aA 
s Mr. E. W. Hansell, on behalf of the Bar (the senior solicitor 
present), and Mr. Walter Boyle, Senior Official Recei ver, 
joined in the tribute of appreciation and in the good wishes 
extended to Sir Herbert on his retirement. 


INSURANCE STAMPS. 

Arrangements have been made between the Postmaster- 
General and the Ministers of Health and Labour whereby 
unused health and unemployment insurance stamps of the 
denominations which were in use up to the 4th January, 1926, 
and for which employers have no further use, will, if they 
have not been affixed to any material, be accepted at any 
Post Office in exchange or part exchange for health and pensions 
insurance stamps and unemployment insurance stamps of the 
new values. National Health Insurance stamps will not be 
accepted in exchange for unemployment insurance stamps. 
These arrangements will remain in force up to 31st January, 
1926. 





~COURT BONDS. 


The Bonds of the 


LONDON ASSURANCE CORPORATION 


are accepted by the High Courts of Justice, Board 
of Trade, and all Government Departments. 


Fidelity Bonds of all descriptions are issued by 


THE LONDON ASSURANCE 


(INCORPORATED A.D. 1720). 


ASSETS EXCEED £10,000,000. 
FIRE, MARINE, LIFE, ACCIDENT. 


ALL OTHER KINDS OF INSURANCE BUSINESS TRANSACTED. Write for Prospectus. 
LIFE BONUS YEAR 1925. 


1, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON, E.C.4. 


MARINE DEPARTMENT: 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, E.0.3. 








MINING SUBSIDENCE. 

The question of the effect upon the working and value of 
land caused by subsidence due to mining operations is before 
a Royal Commission, which has now issued a first report dealing 
with an area of special importance, that around Doncaster. 
The report points out that, as it is the policy of the legislature 
to regard the unimpeded realization of the mineral wealth 
of the country as a national interest of primary importance, 
the desirability of securing support for the surface, as dis- 
tinguished from the provision of compensation for its with- 
drawal, has in the main been hardly ever presented to the 
Commission for consideration. Doncaster area, however, is 
in @ special position, as the surface is for the most part rich 
soil already below the level of rivers and preserved for agricul- 
tural purposes only by an elaborate system of drains and 
pumping stations. Underlying are rich and extensive coal 
seams, now on the eve of systematic development, and it has 
been calculated that the extraction of the minerals will 
ultimately result in a fall in surface levels of twenty-one feet. 
Long before that point, however, it was apprehended by some 
witnesses that the surface would become waterlogged, agricul- 
tural values would be destroyed, industrial development 
hindered, and workers on the land would be driven from their 
homes. 

The total area is some 200,000 acres, mainly situate in the 
West Riding, but including parts of Lindsey and Notts, and the 
Commission, in a series of recommendations, propose that a 
special Commission be set up to deal with the question, that 
it should include representatives of the Ministries of Health, 
Agriculture, and Transport ; of the Mining Association and 
the Mineral Owners’ Association, and the Miers’ Federation, 
with a technically qualified representative of the Institution 
of Civil Engineers. It should be empowered to call all relevant 
evidence, to retain a highly competent civil engineer, and it 
should be set up as a matter of urgency. 


PREACHER OF LINCOLN’S INN. 


The Rey. Vernon Faithfull Storr, Canon of Westminster, 
has been appointed by the Masters of the Bench to the Preacher- 
ship of the Honourable Society of Lincoln’s Inn, in succession 
to the Dean of Exeter, who has intimated his inability to 
continue in office after the present (Hilary) term. 


The Court of Directors of the Royal Exchange Assurance 
has declared a compound reversionary bonus at the rate of 
£1 15s. per cent. per annum in respect of the quinquennium 
that ended on the 31st December last. 

This will be allotted to all participating life policies in force 
on that date and will be calculated on the sum assured and any 
existing bonus. 





A UNIVERSAL APPEAL. 

To Lawyers: For A PosTcarRD oR A GUINEA FoR A MODEL 
Form or BEQuEST TO THE HOSPITAL FOR EPILEPSY 

AND PARALYSIS, Matpa VALE, W. 
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Stock Exchange Prices of certain 
Trustee Securities. 


Bank Rate 5%. Next London Stock Exchange Settlement. 





Thursday, 21st January, 1926. 
MIDDLE YIELD WITH 
PRICB. 7 REDEMP- 
13th Jan IELD. TION. 


English Government Securities. 


;}£ed.|/£ sd 
Consols 24% ye ee — é. 55 410 6 
War Loan 5% 1929.47 wa 100 | 419 0/418 6 
War Loan 44%, 1925-47 ea 95 415 0:418 O 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929 47 100} {00 40 0 
War Loan 34%, Ist March 1928 973 312 6 419 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 86% 412 6\'.414 6 


Victory 4%, ‘Bonds (available for Estate 


Duty at par) Average life 35 years .. 93 460 4 8 6 
Conversion 44%, Loan 1940-44 .. ae 414 6 417 O 
Conversion 34%, Loan 1961 75, | 413 O 
Local Loans 3%, Stock 1921 or after 634 £15 0 
Bank Stock en ee - .. | 248} 416 6 
India 44% 1950.55 ‘a es or 88 § 20/5 6 O 
India 34% ; at ¥a : 663 5 5 0 — 
India 3% ee os oe oe 574 5 4 6 — 
Sudan 44% 1939-73 oe oe o« 92 tis 0 419 O 
Sudan 4% 1974 .. - bia pe 85 {i4 0 417 O 


Transvaal Government 3°, Guaranteed 
1923-53 (Estimated lifel9 years) 


Colonial Securities. 


Canada 3%, 1938 T es +e 82 313 0,418 0 
Cape of Good Hope 1% 1916.36 ot 913 470 419 6 
Cape of Good Hope 34°, 1929-49 - 784 490/510 
Commonwealth of Australia 5% 1945-75 1014 $19 0,419 O 
Gold Coast 44°/, 1956 92% $17 0,419 O 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 934 $16 6° 417 O 
Natal 4% 1937 ee - .. Oh 14 7 6.419 0 
New South Wales 44°, 1935-45 - 91 418 6';5 3 6 
New South Wales 5°, 1945-65. . 994 § 0 61/5 1 6 
New Zealand 44° 1045 95} {16 0 419 6 
New Zealand 4°, 1929 .. a 6 #3 6:5 10 
Queensland 34%, 1945 , ge 764 411 6'5 8 6 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 vs ..| 8% |412 01416 O 
S. Australia 34%, 1926-36 s6 i 85 42:0/':157 0 
Tasmania 34%, 1920-40 .. ee wa 83 4440/5 2 0 
Victoria 4°, 1940.60 R44 415 0 419 O 
W. Australia 44%, 1935-65 914 419 0/419 6 


Corporation Stocks. 


Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 or 

atoption of Corpn. .. ee Ka 624 416 0 
Bristol 34%, 1925-65 = .. 743 1/414 0 5 0 0 
Cardiff 34°, 1935 - - F 87 {06,5 2 6 
Croydon 3°, 1940-60... “ , i8 tSe¢ereitis 
Glasgow 24%, 1925-40 763 |3 5 0/411 0 
Hull 34%, 1925-55 1. 6—owe oe | 95R 14138 O1B 1 OC 
Liverpool 34°, on or after 1942 at 

option of Corpn. ae ee oe 73} 415 6 
Ldn, Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 

ag gy ei - aa 524 {15 0 
Ldn, Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 


option of C orpn, me 62 {16 6 
Manchester 3° on or afte: r 141 


Metropolitan Water Board 3°% ‘A’ 

1963-2003 e« es , ‘ 63} 414 0°414 6 
Metropolitan Water Board 3% ‘ B’ 

1934-2003 ee e° es ee 63} 415 0 417 0O 
Middlesex C.C. 34%, 1927-47... es 79 4s 6\|5 0 6 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable .. aa 74} 414 0 
Nottingham 3° irredeemable a 62} $16 6 
Plymouth 3% 1920.60 .. ‘ 68 48s 0,419 O 

Raglich Railway Prior Chea. 

gt erent | ly. 4°%, Debenture 82jxd\/ 417 6 

. Western Rly. 5°, Rent Charge 99ixd 5 O 6 

on . Western Riy. 5°, Preference — 95 4 > 5 O 

L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture . . 79 > 1 6 

L. North Eastern Rly. 4°, Guaranteed 77 5 3 6 

L. North Eastern Rly. 4%, Ist Preferen 0} 513 6 

L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4° Debenture .. 82 417 6 

L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4°, Guaranteed .. SI t{i9 O 

L. Mid. & Scot Rly. 4°, Preference. 76 5 5 6 
Southern Railway 4°/, Debenture ow 81} $18 0} 
Southern Railway 5°, Guaranteed 994 5 0 6) 
Southern Railway 5°, Preference 944 5 5 6 


Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL COURT Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JUSTICE 
} RoTa. No. 1. EVE. ROMER. 
| Monday ..Jan. 18 Mr. Jolly Mr. Bloxam Mr. More Mr. Jolly 
| Tuesday .... 19 More Hicks Beach Jolly More 
| Wednesday .... 20 Synge Jolly More Jolly 
Thursday ..... 21 Ritchie More Jolly More 
EE susdeuca ae Bloxam Synge More Jolly 
| Saturday ...... 23 Hicks Beach Ritchie Jolly More 
| Date. Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JusTICcE Mr. JUSTICE 
ASTBURY. LAWRENCE RUSSELL. TOMLIN. 
Monday ..Jan. 18 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Ritchie Mr. Synge 
Tuesday ...... 19 Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
Wednesday .... 20 Bloxam Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 
Thursday ..... 21 Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
Friday ..... ~~ Bloxam Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 
Saturday ...... 23 Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1926. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
In APPEAL Court No. 1. 
Monday, 11th Jan.—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions, Interlocutory 
Appeals from the Chancery and 
Probate and Divorce Divisions, and if 
necessary, Chancery Final Appeals. 
Tuesday, 12th Jan.—Final Appeals from 
the Chancery Division will be taken 
and continued until further notice. 


In Appeat Court No. ITI. 


Monday, 11th Jan.—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions, Interlocutory 
Appeals, and if necessary, Final 
Appeals from the King’s Bench 
Division. 

Tuesday, 12th Jan.—Final Appeals from 
the King’s Bench Division will be 
taken and continued until further 
notice. 


The Appeals or other 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Court I. 

Mr. Justice EVE. 
Mondays ....Chamber Summonses. 
Tuesdays . Companies (Winding up) 
Business and non-wit- 
list 
Sht caus, pets, fur cons 
and non-wit list. 
. .Non-wit list 
Business will be taken on 
January, 4th and 


Wednesdays 


Thursdays 
Lancashire 
Thursdays, 21st 


18th February and 4th and 18th 
March 
Fridays ..Mots and non-wit list. 


CHANCERY Court IV. 
Mr. Justice ROMER. 

Except when other Business is adver- 
tised in the Daily Cause List Actions 
with Witnesses will be taken through- 
out the Sittings 


THE 
; 


time, be 
THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 
1925. 
towland v The Air C 


FROM 


ouncil 


Bush v Duplock 


( 
I 
I 


Booth v 


I 


Re 


I 
F 
T 


tregg v Richards 
te Bridges Bridges v Bridges 
te Trade Marks Acts Re Appli- 
cations of Robert Bosch A G 
Thomas 
THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 

te Stollery Weir v Treasury-Solr 
ROM THE COUNTY PAL A. 
INE COURT OF LANCASTER. 

(Interlocutory List.) 

1925. 
te Automatic Bottle Makers ld 
Osborne v The Company 
FROM THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy. ) 

A Debtor (No 1,152 of 1925) 
Expte The Debtor v The Peti- 
tioning Creditor & The Official 


FROM 


teceiver 


COURT 
HILARY SITTINGS, 
business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
announcéd in the 


| CHANCERY Covrt II. 


Mr. Justice ASTBURY. 


Except when other Business is adver- 
tised in the Daily Cause List Actions 
with Witnesses will be taken through- 
out the Sittings. 

Judgment Summonses in Bankruptcy 
will be taken on Mondays, the 18th 
January, the 15th February and the 
15th March. 


| Motions in Bankruptcy will be taken on 


OF 


Mondays announced in the Daily 


Cause List. 

CHANCERY Court III. 

Mr. Justice LAWRENCE. 
Mondays ....Sitting in Chambers. 
Tuesdays ....Mots and non-wit list. 
Wednesdays ..Fur cons and non-wit list. 
Thursdays ..Non-wit list. 
Fridays...... Mots, sht caus, pets and 

non-wit list. 

LORD CHANCELLOR'S CoURT. 

Mr. Justice RUSSELL. 
Mondays ....Chamber Summonses. 
Tuesdays ....Mots, sht caus, pets, fur 

cons and non-wit list. 


Wednesdays \ 
Thursdays j Non-wit list. 


Fridays...... Mots and non-wit list. 
CHANCERY CovrRT V. 
Mr. Justice TOMLIN. 

Except when other Business is adver- 
tised in the Daily Cause List Mr. 
Justice Tomlin will throughout the 
Sittings take Actions with Witnesses 
on all days, other than Mondays, and 
on Mondays will sit on the Royal 
Commission on Awards to Inventors, 


APPEAL. 


1926. 


Daily Cause List. 

THE KING’S BENCH 
DIVISION. 

(Final and New Trial List.) 
(For Judgment. ) 

Greater Britain Insce Corpn Id v 

C T Bowring & Co (Insurance) Id 
(For Hearing.) 

Re Arbitration Act, 1889 Gorby 
Granite Co ld v Patent Victoria 
Stone Co ld (s.o.) 

Same v Same 

Re Abritration Act, 1889 Hede- 
gaard (Buyer) v Handelsvertre- 
tung 

F C Bradley & Son Id v The 
Federal Steam Navigation Co ld 

Clark’s Shoe Tree Co ld v Mason 
& Co 

Poliakoff v The London Joint City 
& Midland Bank (pt hd) (s.0. to 
Jan 11) 

Morris v R & H Green & Silley 
Weir ld 

Travers-Tauss v Owen 

Cory v Cantle 

R G Merrick v Executors of E y 
Barker 

John Sheibourne & Co Id v Back 
& Manson 


FROM 
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Cohen v Jonesco 

Hayden v Hands 

London & Montrose Shipbuilding 
& Repairing Co ld v Barclays 
Bank Id 

Rush v Matthews 

Charles Bradbury ld v Jacobs & 
anr (security ordered) 

Conday v Haslam 

Barton Union v Wycombe Union 

Anderson v The Equitable Life 
Assce Soc of the United States 

Light v William West & Sons Id 

Samuel Butler & Co Id v Sculcoates 
UDC 

Williams v Stanley Jones & Co ld 

Young v Nott Brodie & Co ld 

Re Arbitration Act, 1889 Cayzer, 
Irvine & Co ld v The Board of 
Trade 

Palser v Sturch & anr 

Consolidated Electrical Co ld (in 
liquidation) v The London 
Woollen Co Id (in liquidation) 

Re Arbitration Act, 1889 New- 
townards U D C v Perry & Co 
(Bow) ld 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(Revenue Paper—Final List.) 
1924. 


Commrs of Inland Revenue v The 
Tyre Investment Trust Id (s.o. 
pending settlement Nov 4) 

1925. 

Dreyfus, C L v Commrs of Inland 
Revenue (s.0. generally June 25) 

Dreyfus, L L v Same (s.o. generally 
June 25) 

Belfour v Mace 

Commrs of Inland Revenue v 
Parsons (8:0. generally Nov 26) 

Betts v Clare & Heyworth and 
Clare & Heyworth Id (pt hd) 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 

1925. 

Emerson v Grimsby Times & 


Telegraph Co ld 
Bregeat v Leto Photo Materials 
Co (1905) Id 
RE THE INDEMNITY 
ACT, 1920. 
1925. 
Swift & Co v Board of Trade 
Ross v Secretary of State for War 


RE THE WORKMEN’S 
COMPENSATION ACTS. 
(From County Courts.) 

1925. 

Walthew v Muirhead, MacDonald, 
Wilson & Co (Warwickshire, 

Birmingham} 

Robson v The Woodfield Coal Co 
ld (Bishop Auckland) 

Elms v The East Kent Colliery Co 
ld (Dover) 

Lacey v G E Wallis & Sons, Id 
(Berkshire, Windsor) 

Blackmore & Ackers (Gloucester) 

Feeney v Firbeck Main Collieries 
ld (Nottinghamshire, Worksop) 

Scott v London & North Eastern 
Ry Co (Lincolnshire, Spilsby) 

Davies v Midland Railway Carriage 
& Waggon Co Id (Warwickshire, 
Birmingham) 

Noble v Earl Fitzwilliam’s Col- 
lieries (Yorkshire, Barnsley) 
Hughes v Walker (Shropshire, 

Shrewsbury) 

Standing in the ‘‘ ABATED ” List. 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
Donald Campbell & Co ld v Pollak 

(s.o. generally May 25) 

Re Margaret Louise Thain (an 
infant) (pt hd) (s.0. generally 
Oct 13) 


_N. B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c., set down to 24th December, 1925. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 


HILARY SITTINGS, 1926. 
Notices RELATING TO THE CHANCERY CAUSE Lust. 


Mr. Justice Eve will take his business as announced in the Hilary 


Sittings Paper. 


Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Eve will take 
Lancashire business on Thursdays, the 2lst January, 4th and 18th 
February, and the 4th and 18th March. 

+ Mr. Justice Astpury.—Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout 


the Sittings. 


Bankruptcy Motions will be taken on Mondays announced in the 


Daily Cause List. 


* Judgment Summonses in Bankruptcy will be taken on Mondays, the 
18th January, 15th February and 15th March. 
Mr. Justice Lawrence will take his business as announced in the 


Hilary Sittings Paper. 


Mr. Justice Russe. will take his business as announced in the Hilary 


Sittings Paper. 


# Mr. Justice Romer.—Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout 


the Sittings. 
Mr. Justice Tomi. 


Except when other business is advertised in the 


Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken on all days, 
other than Mondays, throughout the Sittings. 


Summonses before the Judge in Chambers. 


Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. 


Justice Lawrence and Mr. Justice Russext will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. Justice Lawrence and Mr, Justice 


RUSSELL. 


Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 


in the Hilary Sittings Paper. 





wirh RerzReNce 


NOTICE 


ro THE CHAni 


ry Witness Lists. 


During the Hilary Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 


Witness Actions as follows : 


Mr. Justice AstsuRyY will take the Witness List for Astaury and 


LAWRENCE, JJ. 


Mr. Justice Romer will take the Witness List for Eve and Romer, JJ. 
Mr. Justice Tomuirs will take the Witness List for Russet. and 


Tomury, JJ. 

CHANCERY CAUSES FOR 
TRIAL OR HEARING. 

Set down to December 24th, 1925. 
Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Retained Matters. 
Petitions. 

(With Witnesses. ) 
te Rousset’s Patents, Nos 189,639 

& 189,973 
Causes for Trial 
(With Witnesses. ) 
Mims v Lloyd Davies 
Starkey v Pinson 
Further Consideration. 

Re Gould Steamships & Indus 
trials ld Eagle Star & British 
Dominions Insce Co ld v The 
Company 

Non-Witness List. 

Re Rhodes, dec The Westminster 
Bank Id v Rhodes 

Dunlop Rubber Co Id vy Du Cros 

Same v Same 

te Rodger, dec & The Settled 
Land Acts 

Re Aitchison, dec 
Maycock 

te Schofield, dec 
field 

te Vernon, dec Carter v Rattee 

Re Bloxam, dec Elwell vy Bloxam 
(with witnesses) 

te Gomersall, dec 

Gomersall 

te Whitelaw, dec Crisp v Keith 

Re Gardner Brown’s Settlement 
Neve v Gardner- Brown 

te Drake’s Settlement Gordon v 
Drake 

te Moore, dec Haigh v The Earl 
of Shaftesbury 

Re Haigh, dec Chatfield vy Knowles 

Re Todd, dec Todd v Todd 

Re Same Same v Same 

te Holloway, dec Holloway v 
Holloway 

te Burt, dec Cooke v Burt 

te Same Same v Same 

te Attrill, dec Attrill v Pullen 

te Hammerton Powell v White 

te Beaton, dec Beaton v Beaton 

Re Herrmann, dec Loader v. 
Public Trustee (restored) 

Re Woodman, dec Public Trustee 
v Kavanagh 

te Bazley, dec Dimsdale v Bazley 

Re Walthew Shepherd v Hadow 

te The Land Transfer Act Martin 
v Allery 

te Jacob, dec Cousins v Jacob 

Re Thain Thain v Taylor 

Re Morton, dec Fedarb v Forster 

Re Essex, dec Essex v Grant 

te Bell’s Will Trusts Bell v Bell 

te Wearing, dec Wearing v 
Wearing 

Re Palmer, dec 
Palmer 

te Merritt Merritt v Merritt 


Douglas v 


Veale v Scho- 


tedfearn v 


Reynolds v 


COMPANIES (WINDING UP) 
AND CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Companies (Winding Up.) 
Petitions (to wind up). 


Alliance Bank of Simla Id (petn of 


L W_ Warlow-Harry—ordered 
on May 6, 1924, to s.o. generally) 





Robert Young's Construction Co 
ld (petn of London Asphalte Co 
ld—s.o, from Jan 20, 1925— 
liberty to apply to restore) 

Benjamin Priest & Sons ld (petn 
of H M Attorney-Gen—ordered 
on Oct 20, 1925, to s.o. generally 

retained by Mr. Justice Eve) 

Hackett Bros Id (petn of H M 
Attorney-Gen—ordered on Oct 
20, 1925, to s.o. generally 
retained by Mr. Justice Eve) 

Investment & Conversion Trust Id 
(petn of Northern Exploration 
Co ld—s.o. from Dee 1, 1925, to 
Jan 11, 1926—to be mentioned 

retained by Mr. Justice Eve) 

Thompson & Powell ld (petn of 
W C Jones ordered on Dee 8, 
1925, to s.o. generally —retained 
by Mr Justice Romer) 

Whiting ld (petn of H M Attorney- 
Gen—s.o, from Oct 20, 1925, to 
Jan 19, 1926) 

British Automotive Co Id (petn of 
HM Attorney-Gen—stand over 
from Oct 20, 1925 to Jan 19, 


1926) 

I T S Rubber Co ld (petn of 
Alfred Stern Ild—-stand over 
from Dec. 15, 1925 to Jan 19, 
1926) 


London Lubricants ld (petn of 
H M Attorney-Gen—stand over 
from Dec 1, 1925 to Jan 12, 
1926) 

International Wireless Manu- 
facturers Id (petn of Marconi’s 
Wireless Tele graph Co Id 
stand over from Dec 1, 1925 
to Feb 2, 1926) 

Cwmdu (Melyn) Colliery Co Id 
(petn of S & F S James, a firm 

stand over from Dec 15, 192 
to Jan 12, 1926) 
Inchaps Id (petn of J. E, Taylor Id 
stand over from Dee 15, 1925 
to Jan 12, 1926) 

S & M Duadet Id (petn of Henri 
Spreiregen, trading as Henri 
Spreiregen & Co—stand over 
from Dec 8, 1925 to Jan II, 
1926—with witnesses—retained 
by Mr. Justice Romer) pt hd 

Majestic Hotels Id (petn of D R 
Evans & Co ld—stand over from 
Dec 15, 1925 to Jan 12, 1926) 

Foster Construction Co Id (petn 
of John Byford and Son Id) 

Park, Ward & Co Id (petn of 
Turner & Savage, a firm) 

tadium Preparations Id (petn of 
E C Trubridge and anr) 

Con Planck Id (petn of Kolynos 
Incorporated) 

Edwardes & Co (Plasterers) Id 
(petn of suilders Material 
Association) 

Manifarges Brothers ld (petn of 
T LC Carter) 

Cosmopolitan Productions ld (petn 
of Transoceanic Forwarding Co 
Id) 

Eugene Gutkind & Co Id (petn of 
Christmas and Sherring, a tirm) 

Hampstead Housing Development 
ld (petn of St James's Galleries 
Id) 

William Sandersons Haulage Co Id 

(petn of W Pye) 
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John Dick & Co ld (petn of Frank 
How & Co Id) 

Fas Publications Id (petn of Sir 
Arthur Long) 

Bingo Gold Mines Id (petn of the 
Company & ors) 

Murray Kemp-Gee & Co ld (petn 
of HM Attorney (ren 

Barnard & Mackenzie ld (petn of 
the Company) 

Barnard & Mackenzie Id (petn of 
the Company) 

Low Temperature Carbonisation 
Id (petn of Dinsley Gas Light & 
Coke Co Id) 

Zelzer & Goldman ld 
Woolf Zelzer & anr) 


(petn of 


Ekins Son & Percival Id (petn of | 


s Id) 
(petn of 


National Trade Pre 
Abrahamson Id 
Job Stevenson trading as Steven 
son & Law) 
Chancery Petitions. 

Canadian Building & Estate Co Id 
& reduced (to confirm reduction 
of capital) 

Hull Oil Manufacturing Co ld & 
reduced (same) 

Pike, Spicer & Co ld & reduced (to 
confirm reduction of capital) 
Newmarket & District Farmers 
& Butchers’ Auction Mart ld 

& reduced (same) 

Waihi Gold Mining Co ld & 
reduced (same) 

Tyne Dock Engineering Co Id 
& reduced (same) 

John Moreton & Co ld & reduced 
(same) 

Bristol Channel Towa 
& Lighterage Co Id & 
(same) 

K. Holder & Cold & reduced (same) 

Famous Players—-Lasky British 
Producers ld & reduced (same) 

Tebbitt trothers Id & 
(same) 

H R Williams, Standring, Sande 
man & Heatley Id & reduced 
(same) 

Dyson, Jones & Co ld & 
(same) 

Pena Copper Mines Id & reduced 
(same) 

John Brownhill & ¢ 
(same) 

Edwards & Co (Bread Street) ld & 
reduced (same) 

Joseph 8 Arbib & Co ld & reduced 
(same) 

Martinsyde ld (to 
of Arrangement 
July 26, 1921 to 
generally) 


George 


re, Salv upe 
reduced 


reduced 


old & reduced 


sanction Scheme 
ordered on 


stand overt 





|S Jacobs & Co ld 


re duc ‘ d | 


Joint Stor 





Thompson & Powell ld (to sanction 
Scheme of Arrangement 
wrdered on Dec. 8, 1925 to stand 
over generally—retained by Mr. 
Justice Romer) 

South Brazilian Rys Co Id (to 
sanction Scheme of Argange- 
ment—stand over from June 23, 
1925 to Jan 12, 1926) to be 
mentioned) 

I T S Rubber Co ld (to sanction 
Scheme of Arrangement) 

\ Harper, Sons & Bean Id (to con- 
firm alteration of objects) 

Gaika Development Co Id 


> 


Chi iy 
(same) 
Nal River Syndicate Id (to 
name to register) 
British Dyestuffs ¢ 
reduced (to confirm re 
of capital and sanction Scheme 

of Arrangement) 


restore 


ld & 
luction 


rpn 


Companies (Winding-up) 
Motions. 


John Dawson & Co (Newcastle-on 


Tyne) Id (stand over generally 

by consent) 

(ordered on 

March 15, 1921 to stand over 
generally) 

H © Motor Co Id (ordered on July 5 
1921 to stand over generally) 


Pirbright Co Id 
Adjourned Summonses 
Companies (Winding-up) 


Vanden Plas 


witnesses 


(England) ld (with 
parties to apply to 
fix day for tained 
by Mr. Justice 
Fairbanks Gold 
(ordered on July 26, 
stand over generally) 
Blisland (Cornwall) China Clay Co 
ld (ordered on Dee 16, 1921 to 

tand over generally) 

key (London) Id (ordered on 

Jan 22, 1924, to s.o. gw nerally) 
k Trust & Finance Corpn 
11, 1924, to 


hearing —1 
Astbury) 

Mining Co ld 
1921 to 


ld (ordered on Nov 
s.0 generally) 
Direct Fish Supplies ld (appln of 
H FE Warner) (ordered on Feb 3, 
1925, to s.o, generally) 
Nitrogen Fertilisers ld (with wit- 
nesses) (ordered on Nov 10, 
1925, tos 
(with witnesses) (ordered on 
Nov 10, 1925, to s.o. generally) 
London County Commercial Re 
insurance Office Id (with wit 
nesses) (ordered on Nov 
1925, to 8.0. gene rally) 


gener ully) 


Same 


26, 


| 


British American Continental 
Bank Id (ordered on Dec 8, 1925, 
to s.o. generally) 

Alexander Stewart & 
Dundee) Id 

Essex Union 
witnesses) 

Same (with witnesses) 

Lang Propeller Id 

J R Bousfield & Co Id 
witnesses) 

Weaverham 
Co Id 

British American Continental 
Sank Id (with witnesses) 

Same (with witnesses) 

East Kent Contract & Financial 
Co |d 

Stafford, Northcote & Co ld (with 
witnesses) 


(of 


Son 


Insce Co ld (with 


(with 


Electricity Supply 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
French South African Develop- 
ment Co ld Partridge v French 
South African Development Co 
ld (ordered on April 2, 1914, to 
s.o. generally pending trial of 
action in King’s Bench Division) 
Economic Building Corpn ld (with 
witnesses) (ordered on July 3, 
1923, to s.o. generally) 
Economic Building Corpn Id 
(ordered on July 3, 1923, to s.o. 
generally) 
Before 
Retained Matters. 
Petition 


Re Openshaw Duckworth  v 
Openshaw (pt hd) 


Mr. Justice ASTBURY. 


Adjourned Summonses. 

Re Gilmour, dec Moore vy Gilmour 
(pt hd’ (s.0.g.) 

Re William George 


Walker v H M 
(restored) 


Lovell, de 


Attorney-Gen 


Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses. ) 
Charles Webster Id v Bunn & 
Tawse ld 
Payne v Thomas 
Pennington v Cale y 
Vigneron Dahl ( British & Colonial) 
ld v Pettit (not before Feb 1) 
Mackover v Udale Udale v Holt 
Son & Gill Id 
Fairman v Fairman (restored) 
The ‘Portland Town Estate Co Id 
v Yates (fixed for Jan 19) 
Bishop v Bate 
Beck v The General 
Co Id 


Refractories 


Salt v Davies 


| Palmer v John Capon Id 


Rowett, Leakey & Co ld v Scottish 
Provident Institution 

Matthews v Ansell 

Yates v The Portland Town Estate 
Co ld 

Wontner-Smith v Gordon 

Fox v Alexander 

Peter Pan Gramophone Co ld v 
Horner 

Lovatt v Booth 

tobertson v Wortman 

Lobatto v Velleman 

Duff v Walker 


(From Mr. Justice Eve's List.) 
te Smith, dec Leah v Smith 
Appleyard v Haines Jones Id 
Same v Same 

Same v Jones 


Before Mr. Justice LAWRENCE, 
Retained Causes for Trial. 
With Witnesses.) 

Helps v Oldham Corpn (s.0.g.) 

Pathe Freres Cinema ld v Ideal 
Films ld 

Clayton v Coles 

Griffiths v Beardmore 


Adjourned Summonses. 

Re Frankenstein Forwood v 
Forwood 

te Ware, dec Ware v Ware 

Re Morley, dec Hollenden v 
Morley 

Re Selby-Lowndes, dec Herington 
v Joseph 

Re Scott, dee National Provincial 
Bank Id v Scott 

Falk v Lottenberg 

Re Furnival’s Will Trusts Wackrill 
v Curzon 

Re Norsworthy Will Trusts The 
Public Trustee v Skrine 

Re Warwick, dec Huskinson v 
Lane 

Re Robinson, dec 
Robinson 

Re Gilham, dec Peters v Gilham 

Re Lloyd, dec Parry v Lloyd 

te Abbott's Will Trusts Loach 
v Abbott 

Re Fawcett, 
Glazebrook 

Re Day, dec Sargent v Barker 

Napier v Watkins 


Robinson v 


dec Fawcett v 


Before Mr. Justice RussELt. 
Further Consideration. 
Hedgman v Hudson 


(To be continued.) 
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LICENSE 





INSURANCE. 





FOR FURTHER 





INFORMATION WRITE 


SPECIALISTS IN 


THE LICENSES AND 
INSURANCE CO., LTD., 


Fire, Burglary, Loss of Profit, Employers’ | 


delity, Glass, Motor, Public Liability, etc. | 


ALL 


GENERAL 


LICENSING MATTERS. 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of Licensed Property settled by 
Counsel will be sent on application. 


24, 26 & 28, MOORGATE, E.C.2. 

















